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Mr. HARLAN. I desire to suggest an amend- | like to vote a compliment to General Meade and 
ment, Which of course cannot be introduced now || his army as distinguished from other officers; but, 


without the unanimous consent of the Senate, 
which pertains to the phraseology of a clause in 
the sixth section. Commencing after the word 
‘«‘ United States’”’ in the thirteenth line, I wish to 
strike out the words ** shall be credited upon the 
quota of the State within which they are enlisted, 
and not,” and in lieu of those words to insert ** in 


as at present informed, in order to vote for a res- | 
olution of thanks to him, I am obliged to vote for 


a resolution that in some respects I do not like. 


The resolution was passed. 
Mr.GRIMES. I[ move that the title be amended 


| to correspond with the body of the resolution. 


any State shall not be credited ,”’ so that the clause | 


shall read: ‘* that colored troops enlisted and mus- 
tered into the service of the United States in any 
State shall not be credited upon the quota of any 
other State.’’ 

Mr. JOHNSON. Iask the Senator from Iowa 
if his proposed amendment changes in his view 
the meaning of the section as it stands. 

Mr. HARLAN. I think not, except that it 
would not require us to give credit to South Car- 
olina for troops that might be enlisted in that State, 
where no draft can possibly be enforced. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I see no objection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment 
can be received at this stage of proceedings only 
by the unanimous consent of the Senate. is there 
any objection? The Chair hears none, The 
amendment is before the Senate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays on 
the passage of the bill, resulted—yeas 30, nays 
10; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Clark, Collamer, Conness, 
Cowan, Davis, Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, 


Hale, Harding, Harlan, Harris, Howard, Johnson, Lane of 


Kausas, Morgan, Morrill, Nesmith, Pomeroy, Ramsey, 


Sprague, Sumner, ‘Ten Eyck, Van Winkle, Wade, Willey, | 


and Wilson—3o. 
NAYS—Messrs. Buckalew, Carlile, Grimes, Hendricks, 


Howe, Lane of Indiana, Powell, Saulsbury, Wilkinson, 
and Wright—10. 


So the bill was passéd. 


GENERALS HOOKER, MEADE, AND HOWARD. 


Mr. WILSON. There are resolutions on the | 


table thanking some of the military men, that we 
may as well act upon at this time. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Sen- 
ator indicate what resolution he desires to call up? 
Mr. WILSON. I fMove to take up the joint 
resolution No. 3. 


The motion was agreed to; and the joint reso- 


lution (S. No. 3) expressive of the thanks of Con- | 


gress to Major General Joseph Hooker and Major 
General George G. Meade, and the officers and 
soldiers of the army of the Potomac, was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. GRIMES. I move to insert after the name | 


of General Meade the name of Major General 
Viiver O. Howard. As I have read the history 
of that campaign, the man who selected the posi- 
tion where the battle of Gettysburg was fought, 
and who, indeed, fought it the first day, was Gen- 


eral Howard, and to him the country is indebted | 
as much for the credit of securing that victory as | 
I wish, therefore, as arec- | 


to any other person. 

ognition of his merits, to couple his name with 

that of General Meade in the vote of thanks, 
lhe amendment was agreed to. 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 


asamended, and theamendment was concurredin. | 


lhe resolution was ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, and was read the third time. 


Mr. BUCKALEW. Before the vote is taken 


on the passage of the resolution, I should like to 
have it read in its present form. 
he Secretary reag, as follows: 

“ en by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
'e United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
~ gratitude of the American people and the thanks of 
mae representatives in Congress are due, and are hereby 
te dered, to Major General Joseph Hooker and the officers 
and soldiers of the army of the Potomac, for the skill, en- 
rey, aud enduranee which first covered Washington and 


Baltimore ‘rom the ugditated blew of the advancing and 
POWerful army of rebe 


Vliver O, Howard 
Pulsed, defe 


Jond the Rappahannock, the veteran army of the rebellion. 


Mr. BUCKALEW. Mr. President, I should 
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t. e 8 led by General Robert E. Lee; and | 
' Major General George G. Meade, and Major General | 
aaa a rd, and the officers and soldiers of that | 
ty, for the skilland heroic valor which at Gettysburg re- | 
ated, and drove back, broken and dispirited, be- | 
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The motion was agreed to, and the title was | 


amended to read: ** A joint resolution expressive 


of the thanks of Congress to Major General Jo- || 
seph Hooker, and Major General George G. | 


Meade, and Major General Oliver O. Howard, and 
the officers and men of the army of the Potomac.”’ 


THANKS TO GENERAL BANKS. 
° ~ ~ - % ! 
On motion of Mr. WILSON, the joint resolu- | 


tion expressive of the thanks of Congress to Major 
General Nathaniel P. Banks, and the officers and 


|| soldiers under his command at Port Hudson, was 
| considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 


tenders the thanks of Congress to Major General 
Nathaniel P. Banks and the officers and soldiers 
under his command, for the skill, courage, and 
endurance which compelled the surrender of Port 
Hudson, and thus removed the last obstruction 
to the free navigation of the Mississippi river. 


|} was, 


| ident of the United States senta message to Con- 
gress on the Lith of July, 1862, in regard to this 
giftof Mr. Vanderbilt, which, with the permis- 
sion of the Senate, 1 will read: 
| Fellow- Citizens of the Senate and 

House of Representatives : 

T have inadvertently omitted so long to inform you that 
in March last Mr. Cornelius Vanderbilt, of New York. gra 
tuitously presented to the United States the ocean steamer 
Vanderbilt, by many esteemed the Gnest merchant ship in 
the world. She has ever since been and still is doing valu 
able service to the Government. For the patriotic act in 
making this magnificent and valuable present to the country, 
I recommend that some suitable acknowledgment be made. 

ABRAHAM LINCOLN, 


July 17, 1862. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I desire that the word 
**commodore’’ where it occurs in the resolution 
be erased, and the word ** Cornelius’’ inserted. 
Mr. Vanderbilt is not a commodore, and never 
Itisasortof nickname, and I think we had 
| better not use it, but use the man’s correet name, 


|} as itis used in the message of the President. I 


The resolution was reported to the Senate, or- | 


dered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
read the third time, and passed. 
THANKS TO GENERAL BURNSIDE. 
On motion of Mr. WILSON, the joint reso- 
lution of thanks to Major General Ambrose E. 


| Burnside, and the officers and men who fought 
under his command, was considered as in Com- || 


mittee of the Whole. It presents the thanks of 
Congress to Major General Ambrose E. Burnside, 
and through him to the officers and men who have 
fought under his command, for their gallantry, 
good conduct, and soldierlike endurance, and re- 
quests the President of the United States to cause 
the resolution to be communicated to Major Gen- 
eral Burnside in such terms as he may deem best 
calculated to give effect thereto. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Sen- 
ate, and ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing. It was read the third time, and passed. 
CORNELIUS VANDERBILT. 


On motion of Mr. MORGAN, the joint reso- 
lution presenting the thanks of Congress to Cor- 
nelius Vanderbilt fora gift of the steamship Van- 
derbilt was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It recites that Cornelius Vanderbilt, of 
New York, did, during the spring of 1862, make 
a free gift to his imperiled country of his new 
and stanch steamship Vanderbilt, of five thou- 
sand tons burden, built by him with the greatest 
care, of the best material, at a cost of $800,000, 
which steamship has ever since been actively em- 
ployed in the service of the Republic against the 
rebel devastations of her commerce; and that he 


has in no manner soughtany requital of this mag- | 


nificent gift, nor any official recognition thereo\. 
It is therefore proposed that the thanks of the 
American people be presented by Congress to 
Commodore Vanderbilt for this unique manifesta- 


tion of a fervid and large-souled patriotism. The | 


President of the United States is to cause a gold 
medal to be struck, which shall fitly embody an 


attestation of the nation’s gratitude for this gift; | 


which medal shall be forwarded to Commodore 
Vanderbilt, a copy of it being made and depos- 
ited for preservation in the Library of Congress. 

Mr. HALE. I should like to inquire of the 
honorable Senator from New York who has moved 
that this resolution be taken up and considered, 
if he has found or knows of any precedent in the 
history of the country analogous to this which 
would justify Congress in taking such a measure. 


Mr. MORGAN. I do not know, Mr. Presi- 


dent, that there is any precedent for so large a gift || 


as that which was made by Cornelius Vanderbilt 
to the Government of the United States. I cannot 
answer the Senator’s question in relation to a pre- 
cedent for this vote of thanks, because | have not 
looked to that subject; but 1 know that the Pres- ' 


| move to strike out ** commodore’’ where it oc- 
curs, and insert ** Cornelius.’’ 
Mr. MORGAN, I accept the amendment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. itis notcom- 
petent for the Senator from New York to accept 
an amendment to a joint resolution; but the 
| amendment will be made, if there be no objection. 
| The Chair hears none. 
| Mr. HALE. Some time last year I think it 
| was, certainly during the last Congress, my at- 
| tention and that of the Naval Committee was es- 
| pecially directed to this general question. Some 
| fifty orsixty recommendations for votes of thanks 
| were referred to that committee by the Senate, 
and we had occasion to examine into the history 
of that matter. I got our accommodating and ac- 
complished secretary, General Hickey, to ransack 
the files of the Government for me to find how 
| many times the thanks of Congress had been pre- 
sented from the beginning of the Government ap 
to the last Congress. Ido not remember pre- 
| cisely how many he found, but they were very 
few indeed; I think not exceeding seven from the 
| commencement of the Government up to the time 
of the last Congress; and they had been conferred, 
I think, upon General Washington, General Jack- 
| son, General Scott, and I do not know but Gen- 
eral Macomb. There had been but very few 
cases; such votes were rare; and when they passed 
they meant something; they conferred a distine- 
tion andan honor, But,in my humble jadgment, 
in an evil hour, and in the execution of an im- 
proper policy, Congress passed an act by which 
certain special privileges were to follow the con- 
ferring of the thanks of Congress upon an officer 
| by name; and the minute that was done almost 
all the officers in the Navy and their friends were 
| besieging the Exeeutive—it had to be done upon 
the recommendation of the Executive—for a rec- 
| ommendation to Congress of a vote of thanks in 
order to open the way for them to promotion; 
and so, 1 think in a single message, we had a 
recommendation from the Executive ‘hat Congress 
confer a vote of thanks by name upon ten times 
| as many officers, going down | think as low as 
lieutenants,as hadever received such acompliment 
before during the whole history of the Government. 
Mr. GRIMES. ‘The Senator will remember 


\| that that recommendation came from the Press- 


dent to pass this vote of thanks to those officers 
before the grade bill passed which conferred any 
privilege upon the person who was thus thanked, 

Mr. HOWARD. What was the privilege? 

Mr. GRIMES. Promotion. 

Mr. HALE. I! do not know how that is. 

Mr. GRIMES. That is a fact. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator is advised on that 
subject, of course I do not contradict him, though 
my impression was the other way; but.it makes 
noodds; we bad this bateh of some fifty or sixt 
officers, going down to lieutenants, eee 
ing that they be thanked by name; and there were 
a great many others—I do not know if there were 
not one hundred sent in during the last Congress, 


| certainly somewhere between fifty and one hun- 
dred. 
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The Naval Committee, I think on the sugges- 
tion of my friend from Iowa, came to the conclu: 
sion that they would adopta certain rule which 
should govern them; and that was that they would 
not recommend Congress to confer a vote of 
thanks by name on any officer unless he was in 
the separate command of a squadron or an expe- 
dition or something of that sort; and in pursu- 
nnee of that recommendation of the committee to | 
the Senate, the Senate actually refused a vote of || 
thanks to some very worthy and deserving offi- 
cers because they did not come within that rule. 
My own impression, as I said before, is that Con- 
gress were exceedingly unwise in adopting the 
provision to which | have alluded, and that this 
matter of conferring thanks has been carried to 
such an extent, and if persisted in by Congress 
willbe carried to such an extent, that notonly will 
a vote of thanks be of no worth to the officer to 
whom it is tendered, but it will deteriorate from 
the value of those which have been passed here- 
tofore in favor of such men as Washington and 
Jackson and Scott, 

I believe this is an entirely new precedent, 
though I do not speak advisedly upon that sub- || 
ject, for L have not examined the record recently. || 
i did examine it very carefully during the last 
Congress. 1 think it will be an entirely new prece- 
dent to pass a vote of thanks to an individual for 
a gift of this sort. T have no objection, if Con- || 
gress deem it wise, that such a fitting acknowl- 
edgment of this munificence of Mr. Vanderbilt as 
is necessary should be made; but I do object that 
the gift of a very wealthy man—he must have 
been wealthy or he could not afford to do it—to | 
the Government of a ship should be placed on the 
same footing with those high and heroic acts by 
which illustrious men have exposed -their lives, | 
and on the battle-field, at the peril of everything, 
vindicated the honor and defended the interests 
of the country. I think, sir, there should be in | 
the public mind and in the councils of Congress 
a wide space between that spontaneous tribute of 
gratitude and affection which the people pay to 
those who, by deeds of heroism on the battle- 
field at the risk of their lives, have vindicated the 
honor of the country, and those who, however de- | 
serving, have simply made such a presentas this 
to the Government. 

t wish the honorable Senator from New York 
would consent to have this resolution lie over for 
a few days that we may have time to examine it. || 
As it is, while I have the highest respect for Mr. || 
Vanderbilt and appreciate the gift of his ship to || 
the Government—though I believe if there was to || 
be an account-current struck with him it would || 
appear that we have not made a great deal out of || 
Mr. Vanderbilt even crediting him with the full 
value of this ship—I think it 1s not a case forthe 
distinguished honor which this resolution pro- | 
vo8es to be conferred upon him. I] 

Mr. FOSTER. I am sorry, Mr. President, | 
that there is a suggestion to postpone the action 
of the Senate upon this resolution. The person 
who is most immediately concerned in regard to 
ithas not asked any recognition of this gift by 
the Government; and it seems to me exceedingly 
ungracious to accepta gift of this description and 
then higgle upon the question of whether or not | 
we will thank the donor for it, whether we will | 
postpone our thanks to anotherday, and then per- | 
haps refuse to offer them. 

Mr, President, 1 amin nowise afraid that pass- 
ing a vote of thanks to Mr. Vanderbilt for this 
gut will at all detract from the value of a vote of 
thanks passed to the illustrious men ofthe Republ c 
who have rendered important services in the cabi- || 
net or in the field. ‘There will be no danger that 
Congress will confound the one with the other, or 
that the people will confound such services with 
the most munificent gift of property. And ifthere 
were danger, what then? Is it a reason why we 
should not recognize in this way a service of this 
description? Sir, it was a most munificent gift. 
If it be asked whether there be any precedent for 
thanking any individual who has made a munifi- | 
cent gift to the country, and the answer be no, I 
apprehend itis also true that there has never been, 
either to this Government or to any other, a gift || 
80 munificentas this was by an individual; and it || 
seems to me that the least we can do is to pass the | 
vote which the resolution proposes. It is, as I | 
think, simply justto Mr, Vanderbilt that itshould || 
be done to recognize so munificent a gift at a time || 








| inthe second line, the words ** be presented;”’ so 


'| Congress be presented to Cornelius Vanderbilt.”’ 


‘| and passed. 


think ought to be disposed of speedily, and we 
|; ought to have an executive session. 


| Spent in the consideration of executive business, 
| the doors were reopened ,and the Senate adjourned. |, 


| be printed and referred to the Committee of the 
| Whole and not to be brought back by motionsto 


| the rule had been established, no requests for 
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| when the country was in peril, great peril, andj, Mr. COX. I desire to debate that resolution 

I am opposed to granting the use of this Hal! for 

any such purpose, especially after the exhibition 

we had here on Saturday night, when one 

‘this House was abused by a person I ne 
speak of. 


when this species of property was most of all 
desired by us, and when we cannot probably 
to-day produce another ship of equal value for 
$1,000,000. I hope, sir, that the resolution will 
pass, and that there will be no disposition to post- 
pone it, or indeed to refuse it. : 
Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, it is a | 


very ungracious thing to oppose a vote of thanks 


| under any circumstances. The presentation of 
| the thanks of Congress has become so frequent of 


late that I do not know whether its value has not 
been decreased thereby. But, sir, we are told in 
a certain old book, now out of use—whose pre- 
cepts, atleast, are not much regarded at the present | 
day—that there was a time when people brought | 
their offerings to the altar; the rich brought their 
costly offerings, and the poor brought theirs, and 
among the rest a poor widow cast in her mite. 
That old-fashioned book says that she gave more 
than those who presented their costly offerings. 
According to that standard, there are tens of thou- 
sands who have given more to the country than 
Commodore Vanderbilt. 1 think, therefore, that | 
a general form of thanks, thanking everybody | 
who does anything for the country, would reach | 


| the necessities of the hour, and would prevent the | 
|| repetition of these constant votes of thanks. 


Mr. MORGAN. To meet what I understand 
to be the suggestion of the Senator from Dela- 
ware, | move, in the first line of the resolution, || 
to strike out the words *‘ of the American people 
be presented by,’’and to insert after ‘* Congress,” 


that the resolution shall read, ** that the thanks of | 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate || 
as amended, and theamendment was concurred in. || 
‘The jointresolution was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, and was read the third time, || 


1} 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. LANE, of Indiana. I move that the Sen- | 
ate proceed tothe consideration of executive busi- 
ness. ‘There are some important matters that I | 


The motion was agreed to; and after some time 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, January 18, 1864. 
The House met at twelve o’clock,m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Cuannine. 
The Journal of Friday last was read and ap- 
proved, i} 
PENNSYLVANIA MILITARY CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Second Auditor of the Treas- 
ury, in answer to the resolution of the House of | 
Representatives of the 13th instant, relative to | 
vouchers for the expenses in calling out the Penn- 
sylvania militia during the recent invasion of that 
State; which was laid upon the table, and ordered | 
to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER stated that the first business 


in order was the call of committees for reports to | 





reconsider, and that, according to the usage since 


unanimous consent could be entertained during 
the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER then called the committees for | 
reports, but none were presented that were admis- | 
sible under the rule. 

The SPEAKER then, as the next business in | 
order, proceeded to call the States for resolutions, 
under which call bills on leave could be presented. | 
The call commenced with the State of Pennsylva- | 
nia, where it was suspended on Monday last. 

LOAN OF THE HALL OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Mr. KELLEY submitted the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the use of the Hall of the House of Rep- 


resentatives be granted to the United States Christian Com- 
mission on Monday evening, February 1, for their anni 


| 


versary meeting. i} 






_ January 18 


ed not 
The SPEAKER. The resolution, giving rise 


to debate, goes over. 


CONDUCT OF THE WAR. 
Mr. DAWSON submitted the following pre- 


| amble and resolution, upon which he demanded 
the previous question: 


Whereas a great civil warlike that which now afflicts 


the United States is the most grievous of all national eq. 


lamities, producing, as it does, spoliation, bloodshed, anar. 


chy, public debt, official corruption, and private imioral- 


ity, the American Government cannot rightfully wage suej 


a war upon any portion of its people except for the sole pur 


pose of vindicating the Constitution and laws and restoring 
both to their just supremacy; and whereas this House, on 
the 22d day of July, 1861, speaking in the name of the Ame; 


| ican people, in the face of the world, solemnly and truly doe 


clared that it was waged for no purpose of conquest or op 
pression, but solely to restore the Union with ail the right: 
of the people and of the States unimpaired; and whereas 
in every war, especially in every war of invasion, and 


most particularly if it be a civil war between portions of 


the same country, the object of it ought to be clearly defined 
and the terms distinctly stated upon which hostilities wii| 
cease, and the advancing armies of the Government should 
carry the Constitution and Jaws in one hand while they 
hold the sword in the other, so that the invaded party may 
have its choice between the two: Therefore, es 

Resolved, ‘That the President be required to make known, 
by public proclamation or otherwise, to all the country that 
whenever any State now in insurrection shall submit her 
self to the authority of the Federal Government as defined 
in the Constitution, all hostilities against her shall cease, 


| and such State shall be protected from all external jnterfer- 
| ence with her local laws and institutions, and her people 


shall be guarantied in the full enjoyment of all those rights 
which the Federal Constitution gave them. ; 


Mr. STEVENS moved to lay the preamble and 
resolution upon the table. 

Mr. DAWSON demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 79, nays 56; as follows: 

YEAS—Messts. Allison, Ames, Arnold, Astley, John D 
Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, Francis P. Blair, 
Jacob B. Blair, Boutwell, Brandegee, Broomall, Ambrose 
W. Clark, Freeman Clarke, Cole, Creswell, Henry Winter 
Davis, ‘Thomas T. Davis, Dawes, Deming, Dixon, Driggs, 
Eckley, Eliot, Farnsworth, Fenton, Frank, Garfield, Gooch, 
Higby, Hooper, Hotchkiss, Asabel W. [lubbard, Hulburd, 
Jenckes, Julian, Kasson, Kelley, Francis W. Kellogg, Long 


| year, Lovejoy, Marvin, McBride, McClurg, McIndoe, Sam 


uel F. Miller, Moorhead, Morrill, Daniel Morris, Amos My 


| ers, Leonard Myers, Charles O’Neill, Orth, Patterson, Pike, 
| Price,William H. Randall, Alexander H. Rice, John H. Kice, 
| Edward H. Rollins, Schenck, Scofield, Shannon, Sinith, 


Smithers, Spalding, Stevens, Thayer, Thomas, Upson, 
Van Valkenburgh, Elihu B. Washburne, William B. Wash 
burn, Whaley, Williams, Wilson, Windom, and Wood 
bridge—79. 

NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Ancona, Augustiis | 


| Baldwin, Bliss, Brooks, James 8S. Brown, William G 


Brown, Chanler, Coffroth, Cox, Dawson, Dennison, Eden, 


| Edgerton, Eldridge, English, Finck, Ganson, Grider, Gris 


wold, Hale, Hall, Harding, Harrington, Benjamin G. Harris, 
Herrick, Holman, Hutchins, William Johnson, Kernan, 


| Lazear, Le Blond, Long, Marey, McAllister, McDows 
| McKinney, Middleton, William H. Miller, James R. Morris, 


Morrison, Nelson, Pendleton, Robinson, Ross, Joun B 
Steele, Stiles, Stuart, Sweat, Voorhees, Wadsworth, 
Wheeler, Chilton A. White, Joseph W. White, Fernando 
Wood, and Yeaman—s6. 

So the preamble and resolution were laid upon 
the table. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. McINDOE stated that Mr. Conp was 
absent in consequence of sickness. 


Mr. ORTH stated that Mr. Dumont was ©)- 


| sent by reason of sickness in his family. 


Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania, announced 


that Mr. Ranpatt, of Pennsylvania, was absent 


/ on account of sickness. 


Mr. ANCONA made a similar statement In te 
gard to his colleague, Mr. Jounson. ; 

Mr. BOYD made a like statement in reference 
to Mr. Brow. 

The result of the vote having been announce 
as above recorded, 

Mr. STEVENS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the preamble and resolution were !2!' 


upon the table; and also moved to lay the motion 


to reconsider upon the table. 
The latter motion was agregd to. 


LOAN OF THE HALL OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mr. MOORHEAD submitted the followins 


| resolution, upon which hedemanded the previo¥ 


question: ae 
Resolved, That the use of the Hall of the House of Rep 


half of 


a 
1 
\ 
‘J 
que 
not 
N 
80 4 
T 
mai 
the | 


M 
the ( 
reno 
prop 
roll 
Xen 
clerg 
In th 
the p 

Th 
Main 

Mi 
on th 

Th 
Mr 
and n 
Mr 
Call, 
Se ntin 
Mr 
be Wil 
ema 
tithe H 








Yn 
On 


Wiis 


n res 
ence 
inced 


,yote 
ot) 


e jaid 


ouon 


ES. 


ywing 
byjous 


Rep 


1364. 


sentatives be granted to the United States Christian Com 
mission ou Tuesday evening, February 2, for their anni 
versary meeting. 

Mr. Cox. I obje ct to that. 

The SPEAKER. On what ground? 

Mr. COX. 1 desire to debate it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania demands the previous question. If the 
tle man from Ohio will be recognized. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the resolution was agreed to. 


Mr. MOORHEAD moved to reconsider the | 


yote by which the resolution was adopted; and 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DUTY ON PAPER. 
Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania, submitted the 


fo|lowing resolution, upon which he demanded the 


previous question: 


Resolved, Thatthe Committee of Ways and Means be re 
quested to inquire into the expediency of repealing so much 
of the fifth section of the act entitled “An act to modify 

existing law imposing duties on imports, and for other 


purposes,” approved March 3, 1863, as imposes an ad va- 


previous question should not be seconded, the gen- || the affirmative—yeas 100, nays 46; as follows: 


lorena duty of twenty per cent. upon printing paper, un- | 


sized, used tor books and newspapers exclusively. 


The previous question was seconded, and the 


main question ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania, moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the resolution was 
adopted; and also moved to lay the motion to re- 
consider upon the table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 


MEDALS FOR THE KANE EXPEDITION. 
Mr. BROOMALL offered a resolution, which 
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Mr.GARFIELD. I am willing this resolu- 
tion shall pass; but I decline to be trotted out 
over the ayes and noes at the beck of any mem- 
ber of this House, and I move to lay the resolu- 
tion on the table. 

Mr. COX. On that I call for the yeasand nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. : 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 


YEAS—Messrs. James C, Allen, William J. Allen, Alley, 
Allison, Ames, Ancona, Arnold, Ashley, Augustus C. Bald 
win, John D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Francis P. Blair. 
Bliss, Boutwell, Boyd, James 8. Brown, William G. Brown, 
Ambrose W. Clark, Clay, Coffroth, Cox, Heoary Winter 
Davis, Dawson, Deming, Dennison, Dounelly, Driggs, Eden, 
Eldridge, Eliot, English, Farnswerth, Fentou, Garfield, 
Grinnell, Hall, Harrington, Benjamin G. Harris, Herrick, 


| Higby, Holman, Hotchkiss, Hulburd, Hutchins, Jenckes, 


William Johnson, Julian, Kasson, Kelley, Francis W. Kel 
logg, Orlando Kellogg, King, Knapp, Le Blond, Long, Long 


year, Marvin, McAllister, MeBride, MeDowell, Meindoe, 


| MeKinney, Middleton, Samuel F. Miller, William UH. Miller, 


was read, considered, and agreed to, instructing | 


the Committee of Ways and Means to inquire 
into the expediency of reporting such appropria- 
tion as may be necessary to procure the medals 
of honor awarded by Congress several years ago 
to the members of the Kane Arctic expedition. 


EXEMPTION OF ACTING ASSISTANT SURGEONS. 


Mr. STROUSE offered a resolution instructing 


the Committee on Military Affairs to reporta bill 
so amending the act of March 3, 1863, for en- 
rolling and calling out the national forces, as to 
exempt from draft or conscription all acting as- 
sistant surgeons in actual service in the Army or 


Navy of the United States, and moved the pre- | 


vious question on its adoption, 

Mr. SCHENCK. 
lution imperative, or 1s it one instructing the com- 
mittee to inquire into the expediency of the 


anee? 


The SPEAKER, It is imperative. 
Mr. SCHENCK. Then I move to modify it. 
The SPEAKER. The motion for the previous 


question is pending, and a motion to amend is | 


not in order. 

Mr. STROUSE. I will modify the resolution 
so as to make it one of inquiry. 

he previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered, and under its operation 
the resolution as modified was adopted. 


EXEMPTION OF CLERGYMEN. 


Mr. THAYER offered a resolution instructing 
the Committee on Military Affairs to inquire and 
report to the House whether it would not be 
proper and expedient so to amend the act for en- 
rolling and calling out the national forces as to 
‘Xempt from the performance of military duties 
clergymen of all denominations actually engaged 
i the discharge of ministerial duties, and moved 
the Previous question on its adoption. 

‘le previous question was seconded, and the 
Main question ordered. 

Mr. LE BLOND called forthe yeas and nays 
on the resolution, 

he yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STEVENS. I hope the call for the yeas 
and nays will be withdrawn. 

Mr. LE BLOND. I decline to withdraw the 
call. Phe vote will be regarded as showing the 
‘rtiment of the House on the subject. 

Mr.SCHENCK. I hope the resolution will 

Withdrawn on the assurance given to the gen- 
. nan who offered it that the committee is at this 
‘"e actually inquiring into the matter. 


be 


er 


Mr. Speaker, is that reso- | 








Morrill, Daniel Morris, James Rh. Morris, Amos Myers, Nel 
son, Noble, Orth, Patterson, Perham, Pike, Price, William 
H. Randall, Robinson, Edward H. Rollins, Ross, Sehenek, 
Scott, Shannon, Sinith, Spaiding, Stevens, Stiles, Strouse, 
Stuart, ‘Tracy, Van Valkenburgh. Voorhees, Wadsworth, 
Wialey, Wheeler, Chilton A. White, Joseph W. White, 
Williams, and Fernando Wood—1 

NAYS—Messrs. Jacob B. Blair, Brandegee, Broomall, 
Cole, Creswell, Eckley, Edgerton, Finek, Frank, Ganson, 
Grider, Griswold, Hale, Harding, Asahel W. Hubbard, 
Kernan, Lazear, Loan, Lovejoy, Marey, McClurg, Moor 
head, Leonard Myers, Charles O'Neill, John O'Neill, Pen 
dleton, Pomeroy, Radford, Alexander H. Rice, John H. Rice, 
Scofield, Smithers, Stebbins, John B. Steele. Sweat, 
Thayer, Thomas, Upson, Elihu B. Washburne, William B. 
Washburn, Webster, Wilson, Windom, Wintield, Wood 
bridge, and Yeaman—46. 


So the resolution was laid on the table. 
ASSIGNMENT OF QUOTAS. 


Mr. LAZEAR offered a resolution, which was 
read, considered, and agreed to, instructing the 
Committee on Military Affairs to inquire into the 
expediency of amending the actof March 3, 1863, 
for enrollingand calling out the national forees, so 
as to require that in assigning the quotas of troops 
hereafter to be raised by conscription, credit shall 
be given to States and counties for such of their 
citizens as may have enlisted in the military or- 
ranizations of other States. 

WOODWARD AND CILORPENNING, 

Mr. COFF ROTH introduced a joint resolution 
for the relief of Elizabeth Woodward and George 
Chorpenning, of Pennsylvania; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 


| mittee on Indian Affairs. 


CLOSE OF SESSION. 
Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a concurrent 


resolution providing that the present session of 


the ‘Thirty-Eighth Congress shall adjourn on the 
third Monday of April next, attwelve o’clock, m. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I propose to debate the res- 
olution. 
The SPEAKER. 
over under the rule. 


LUZERNE COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA. 


ryi . 
Then the resolution goes 


Mr. DENNISON introduced a bill making Lu- 


zerne county, in the State of Pennsylvania, a part 
of the eastern judicial district of said State; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


RANK OF CILAPLAINS. 

Mr. A. MYERS introduced a bill giving rank 
to chaplains, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

JOHN A. M’CLOSKEY. 
Mr. A. MYERS also introduced a bill for the 


| relief of John A. McCloskey, deputy collector 


of the twentieth district of Pennsylvania; which 
was read a first and second time, and, with the 


| petition on the subject, referred to the Committee 


of Ways and Means. 
EVACUATION OF CUMBERLAND GAP. 
Mr. COX. 


[ beg leave to introduce the follow- 


| ing resolution, and on its adoption to call for the 


previous question: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War he directed to 
communicate to this House copies of acommunication from 
srigadier General William Morgan to Adjutant General 
Thomas, dated Mount Vernon, Ohio, June 6, 1863, and the 
exhibits thereto attached, marked from A to 2 (two) in 
clusive, the same being in reply to that portion of the offi 
cial report of Major General Halleck, dated December 2, 
1862, relative to the evacuation of Cumberland Gap. 
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Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. object tothat 
resolution, 

The SPEAKER. Being acall on one of the 
Executive Departments for information it must, 
under the rules, lie over for one day. 

EXCILANGE OF PRISONERS. 

Mr. COX also introduced the following resolu- 
tion, and on its adoption demanded the previous 
question: 

Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, urgent 
ly requested to appointa board of commissioners whe ean 
by negotiation reach the authorities South w nha view tu 
the prompt exchange of our prisoners under the earte! here 
tolere agreed upon between the parties, and that the newn 
tiation be withdrawn fromthe hands of Major General But 
ler, Who, as itis reported, is unable, from causes connected 
with his past military conduct, to hold intercourse with those 
charged with this business in Richmond, 


Mr. WASH BURNE, of Hlinois. 
that resolution be laid upon the table. 

Mr. COX. The Clerk hes not read the whole 
of my resolution. The gentleman is too fast. 

Mi ‘ W ASHBURNE, of [line is. l nove »then, 
that the part which has been read be laid upon the 
table, 

Mr. COX. Let the remaining portion of my 
resolution be read. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 


I move that 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requested to communicate to this Llouse all correspondence 
of the War Departinent, not already communicated, with 
reference to the exchange of prisoners. 


TheSPEAKER. | If objected to, the latter res- 
olution must lie over, under the rules. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. | move that 
the whole proposition be laid upon the table. 

Mr. COX demanded the yeas and nays 

The yeas and Huys were ordered. 

The qiestion was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 91, nays 56; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Arnold, Ashley, 
John D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Francis P. Blair, Jacob 
B. Blair, Boutwell, Boyd, Brandcgee, Broomall, William 
G. Brown, Ambrose W. Clark, Freeman Clarke, Clay, 
Cole, Henry Winter Davis, Thomas T. Davis, Dawes, 
Deming, Dixon, Donnelly, Driggs, Eckley, Eliot, Paras 
worth, Fenton, Frank, Ganson, Garfield, Gooeh, Grinnell, 
Griswold, Uighy, Hooper, Hotelikiss, Asahel W. Hubbard, 
Hulburd, Jenekes, Julian, Kasson, Kelley, Francis W. Kel 
logg, Orlando Kellogg, Loan, Longyear, Lovejoy, Marvin, 
McBride, MeClurg; Meludoe, Samuel Ff. Miller, Moorhead, 
Morrill, Daniel Morris, Amos Myers, Leonard Myers, 
Charles ONeill, Orth, Patterson, Perham, Pike, Pomeroy, 
Price, William TH. Randall, Alexander H. Rice, John H. 
Riee, Edward H. Rollins, Schenck, Scofield, Shannon, 
Smith, Smithers, Spalding, Stevens, Thayer, Thomas, Tra 
ey, Upson, Elibu B. Washburne, William B. Washburn, 
Webster, Whaley, Williams, Wilkou, and Woeodbridge—9!. 

NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, William J. Allen, An 
cona, Augustus C. Baldwin, Bliss, Brooks, James S. Brown, 
Chanter, Cox, Cravens, Dawson, Dennison, Eden, Edger 
ton, Eldridge, English, Finck, Grider, Hall, Harding, Ha 
rington, Benjamin G. Harris, Herrick, Holman, Hutchins, 
William Johuson, King, Knapp, Lazear, Le Blond, Long, 
Marcy, Me Allister, Me Dowell. McKinney, Middleton, Wil 
liam H. Miller, James R. Morris, Morrison, Netson, Noble, 
John O'Neill, Pendleton, Radford, Seott, John HR. Steele, 
Stiles, Strouse, Stuait, Sweat, Voorhees, Wadsworth, Chil 
ton A. White, Joseph W. White, Wintield, snd Fernando 
Wood—56. 


So the resolution was laid upon the table. 
REBELLIOUS STATES. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House for leave to report 
from the select commitice on the rebellious States 
a bill to guaranty certain States a republican form 
of government, and to have it ordered to be printed 
and made the special order for the first Tuesday 


| of February, after the morning hour, and from 


day to day until disposed of. 

Mr. STILES. 1 object. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryl ind. I[ move that the 
rules be suspended for the purpose I have indi- 
cated. 

The motion was disagreed to, two thirds not 
voting in favor thereof; there being on a division 


—ayes 73, noes 56. 


CONDUCT OF THE WAR, ETC. 

Mr. SCHENCK. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House for leave to report back from 
the Committee on Military Affairs concurrent 
resolution of the Senate (No. 149) for the appoint- 
ment of a joint committee on the conduct and 
expenditures of the present war, with an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I object. 

Mr. SCHENCK. I move that the rules be 
suspended for the purpose I have indicated. 

The rules were suspended, two thirds voting 
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in favor thereof; and the report was accordingly 
received. : ia 

The resolution of the Senate provides thata joint | 
committee of three members of the Senate and | 
four members of the House of Representatives be 
appointed to inquire into the conductand expend- 
itures of the present war; that they have power to 
send for persons and papers; to sit during the ses- 
sion of either Fiouse of Congress; and to employ 
a stenographer, at the usual rate of compensation. 

The amendment of the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all after the word ** war,’’ and in lieu 
thereof insert the following: 

And may further inquire into all the facts and circum- 
stances of contracts and agreements already made, or that 
may be made, and such contracts and agreemeuts hereatter 
io be made, prior to the final report of the committee, by or 
with any department of the Government, in anywise con 
neeted with or growing out of the operations of the Govern 
ment in suppressing the rebellion against its constituted 
authority; and that the said committee shall have authority 
to sit during the sessions of either House of Congress, and 
during the recess of Congress, and at such times and places 
as vaid committee shall deem proper, and also employ a 
stenographer as clerk, at the usual rate of compensation. 

Andhe it further resolved, That the said committee shall 
have power to send for persons and papers; and that the 
Sergeant at Anns of the House or of the Senate, as the said 
comunittee may direct, shall attend in person, or by assist- 
aut, the sittings of the said committee, and serve all sub 
penas put into his hands by the committee, pay the fees of 
all witnesses, and the necessary and proper expenses of he 
committee, 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I ask the 
genieman from Olio to let me move an amend- 
ment to further perfect the resolution. 

Mr. SCHENCK. lam willing to let the gen- 
tleman have a vote on his resolution, and when 
it is befure the House I shall call for the previous 
question, 

The amendment of Mr. Wasusvrnge, of Illi- 
nois, was read, as follows: 


Ind be it further resolved, That the Speaker of the 
House, or the Vice President and President of the Senate, 
shall be anthorized to issue subpenas to Witnesses during 
the recess of Congress upon the request of the committee 
in the same mauner as during the sessions of Congress, and 
said committee shall have authority to report in either 
branch of Congress at any time. 


Mr. SCHENOK demanded the previous ques- 
tion. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered, 

The question being on the adoption of the amend- 
ment offered by Mr. Wasusureneg, of Illinois, to 
the amendment of the committee, 

Mr. COX demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I hope the 
yeas and nays will be ordered, if gentlemen on 
the other side are opposed to livestigation. 

Mr. PENDLETON. We are not opposed to 
investigation, 

Mr. COX. [appeal to gentlemen to allow us 
to amend thisamendmeut so as to make the com- 
mittee stationary. We do not want this roving 
commission running all summer. I also desire 
to move an amendment which shall provide that 
the committee report at this session of Congress. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I have no 
control over the matter, the House having ordered 
the main question to be put, 

Mr. COX. [ask unanimous consent. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. COX. Would it be in order to move to 
suspend the rules for that purpose? 

The SPEAKER. A motion to suspend the 
rules is already pending, and while that is so, an- 
other motion cannot be entertained. 

Mr. COX, The object on this side of the House 
is to secure an investigation, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Gentlemen 
on that side have been clamoring for an investi- 
geuon, and now let ussee whether they will vote 
for it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 106, nays 26; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, William J. Allen, Alley, Allison, Ames, 
Arnold, Ashley, Johu D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, 
Francis P. Biair, Jacob B. Blair, Boutwell, Boyd, Bran- 
degce, Broomati, James 8. Brown, Chanler, Freeman 
Clarke, Coffroth, Cole, Creswell, Thomas T. Dayis, Dawes, 
Dawson, Deming, Dennison, Dixon, Donnelly, Driggs, Ed- 
gerten, Eliot, Buglish, Parasworth, Fenton, Ganson, 
Gooch, Grider, Griswold, Harrington, Benjamin G. Harris, 
Herrick, Higby, Holman, Hooper, Hotehkiss, Asahel W. 
Hubbard, Hulburd, Hutchins, Jeackes, Julian, Kasson, 
Kelley, Orlando Kellogg, Kernan, King, Loan, Longyear, 
Lovejoy, Marvin, McBride, McClurg, Metudoe, Middle- 
ton, Samuel F. Miller, William H. Miller, Moorhead, Mor- 











| 
| 








THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


rill, Daniel Morris, Morrison, Amos Myers, Leonard My- || 


ers, Odell, Charles O'Neill, Orth, Patterson, Pike, Pom- | 
eroy, Price, Radford, William H. Randall, Alexander H. 
Rice, John H. Rice, Edward H. Rollins, Ross, Schenck, 
Scofield, Shannon, Smithers, Spaiding, John B. Steele, 
Wiliiam G. Steele, Stuart, Thayer, Tracy, Upson, Elibu 
B. Washburne, William B. Washburn, Webster, Whaley, 


Chilton A. White, Joseph W. White, Williams, Winfield, | 


Fernando Wood, and Woodbridge—106. 
NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Ancona, Augustus C. 


Baldwin, Brooks, William G. Brown, Ambrose W. Clark, | 
Cox, Eldridge, Finck, Frank, Hale, Harding, Knapp, Le | 


Blond, Long, McAllister, Nelson, Nobile, John O’Neill, 
Pendleton, Kobinson, James 8. Rollins, Scott, Stiles, 
Wadsworth, and Wheeler—26. 


So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. : 

The amendment reported by the committee, as 
amended, was then agreed to. 

The joint resolution as amended was concurred 
in. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was concurred in; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table; 
which latter motion was agreed to. 


CAPTAIN HENRY WALKE. 


Mr. FINCK, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a joint resolution tendering the thanks of 
Congress to Captain Henry Walke, of the Navy, 


for his bravery and gallantry and for his efficient | 
services rendered the country in connection with | 
the opening of the navigation of the Mississippi | 


river; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


MAJOR N. H. M’LEAN. 
Mr. PENDLETON introduced the following 


resolution; which, under the rules, was laid over 


|; one day: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to inform this 
House the reasous why Major N. H. McLean, lately sta- 
tioned at Cincinnati, was ordered to reportat Fort Vancou- 
ver; also, whether any charges affecting the capacity or loy- 
alty to the Constitution of said McLean have been filed in 
any of the Departments; and if so, that he communicate 
copies thereof, and of any papers relating thereto. 


RIGHTS OF THE STATES. 


Mr. HARDING introduced the following reso- 
lution, and upon it demanded the previous ques- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the maintenance inviolate of the rights 
of the States,and especially the right of each State to order 
and control its own domestic institutions, according to its 
own judgment exclusively, is essential to that balance of 
power upon which the perfection and endurance of our 
political tabric depends. 

Mr. STEVENS. 
on the table. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Upon thatI call the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in | 


the negative—yeds 73, nays 75; as follows: 
YEAS—Messts. Alley, Allison, Ames. Ashley, John D. 


Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Jacob B. Blair, Boutwell, Boyd, || 


Brandegee, Broomall, Ambrose W. Clark, Freeman Clarke, 


| Cole, Creswell, Thomas T. Davis, Deming, Dixon, Don- 


nelly, Driggs, Eckley, Eliot, Farnsworth, Frank, Garfield, 
Goocen, Grinnell, Higby, Hooper, Hotchkiss, Asahel W. 
Hubbard, Hulburd, Jenckes, Julian, Kelley, Francis W. 
Kellogg, Orlando Kellogg, Loan, Longyear, Lovejoy, Mar- 
vin, McBride, McClurg, McIndoe, Samuel F. Miller, Moor- 


head, Morrill, Daniel Morris, Leonard Myers, Charles | 
O'Neill, Patterson, Perham, Pike, Pomeroy, Price, John H. | 


Rice, Edward H. Rollins, Schenck, Smithers, Spalding, 
Stevens, Thayer, ‘Thomas, Upson, Elihu B. Washburne, 
William B. Washburn, Whaley, Williams, Wilder, Wilson, 
Windom, and Woodbridge—73. 
NAYS—Messtrs. James C. Allen, William J. Allen, Anco- 
na, Augustus ©. Baldwin, Francis P. Blair, Bliss, Brooks, 
James 8. Brown, William G. Brown, Chanter, Clay, Cof- 
froth, Cox, Cravens, Dawson, Dennison, Eden, Edgerton, 
Eldridge, English, Finck, Ganson, Grider, Griswold, Hale, 
Hall, Harding, Harrington, Benjamin G. Harris, Herrick, 
Holman, Hutchins, William Johnson, Kernan, King, 
Knapp, Lazear, Le Blond, Long, Marey, MeAlister, Mc- 
Dowell, McKinney, Middleton, William H. Miller, James 
R. Morris, Morrison, Amos Myers, Nelson, Noble, John 
O'Neill, Orth, Pendicton, William H. Randall, Robinson, 


James 8. Rollins, Ross, Scofield, Scott, Smith, Jobn B. 


I move to lay the resolution || 
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. ? 
_The question was put on seconding the pre- 

vious question; and there were, on a division— 

ayes 56, noes 70. : 

So the previous question was not seconded. 

Mr. FENTON. I move that the resolution be 
referred to the select committee on the rebellious 
States, and on that motion I demand the previous 
| question. 

Mr. HARDING. I movetoamend the Motion 
|, so as to refer the resolution to the Committee of 
|| the Whole on the state of the Union. _ 
|| The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Now 
| York has demanded the previous question. If the 
| previous question should not be sustained, the 
| motion of the gentleman from Kentucky wili be 
|| in order, and will take precedence of the motion 
of the gentleman from New York. 

The previous question was seconded—ayes 73 
noes 53, and the main question ordered, being on 
the motion to refer the resolution to the select 
committee on the rebellious States, 

Mr.J. C. ALLEN demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 83, nays 68; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Arnold, Astley 
John D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, Jacob fh. Biair, 
Boutwell, Boyd, Broomall, Ambrose W. Clark, Freeman 
Clarke, Clay, Cole, Creswell, Thomas T. Davis, Dawes, 
Deming, Dixon, Donnelly, Driggs, Eckley, Eliot, Farns- 
worth, Fenton, Frank, Garfield, Gooch, Grinnell, Higby, 

| Hotchkiss, Asahel W. Hubbard, Hulburd, Jenckes, Julian, 
| Kasson, Kelley, Orlando Kellogg, Loan, Longyear, Love- 

joy, Marvin, McBride, McClurg, Metndoe, Samuel P, 
|| Miller, Moorhead, Morrill, Daniel Morris, Amos Myers, 

Leonard Myers, Charles O’Neill, Orth, Patterson, Periam, 

Pike, Pomeroy, Price, Alexander H. Rice, John H. Rice, 

Edward H. Rollins, Schenck, Scofield, Shannon, Smith- 
| ers, Spalding, Stevens, Thayer, Thomas, Upson, Van 
|} Valkenburgh, Elihu B. Washburne, William B. Washburn, 
| Webster, Whaley, Williams, Wilder, Wilson, Windoin, 
and Woodbridge—&3. 

NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, William J. Allen, An- 
cona, Augustus C. Baldwin, Francis P. Blair, Brooks, 
James 8. Brown, Willian G. Brown, Chanler, Cox, Cra 
|, vens, Dawson, Dennison, Eden, Edgerton, Eldridge, Bug- 
|| lish, Finck, Gauson, Grider, Griswold, Hale, Hail, Harding, 
|| Harrington, Benjamin G. Harris, Herrick, Holman, Huteh 
|| ins, William Johnson, Kernan, King, Kuapp, Le Biond, 
|| Long, Marey, McAllister, MeDowell, McKiuney, Middi 
| ton, William H. Miller, James R. Morris, Morrison, Net 
son, Noble, John O’Neill, Pendleton, Radiord, William H, 
Randall, Robinson, James 8S. Rollins, Ross, Scou, Sinith, 
John B. Steele, Stiles, Strouse, Stuart, Sweat, Tracy, Voor 
| hees, Wadsworth, Wheeler, Chilton A. White, Joseph 

W. White, Winfield, Fernando Wood, and Yeaman—ts. 


| 





So the resolution was referred to the select com- 
mittee on the rebellious States. 
Mr. FENTON moved to reconsider the vote by 


| 
| 
which the resolution was referred; and also moved 
} 


to lay the motioh to reconsider upon the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


CLAIM OF GENERAL GARRARD AND OTHERS. 


Mr. RANDALL, of Kentucky, submitted the 
following resolution; which was read, considered, 
and agreed to: 


| Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to lay 
|| before this House the report of the commissioner appointed 
|| by him, together with the evidence and accompanying ps 
|| pers, relating to the claim of General ‘T’. J. Garrard and 


others, for the destruction of their salt and salt-worke at 
Goose Creek, Kentucky, by order of General Buell in 162. 

Mr. STEVENS, (attwenty-five minutes to three 
o’clock, p.m.) 1 move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I hope the gentleman 
will withdraw that motion to enable me to offer a 
resolution. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
of business. 

Mr. DRIGGS. I appeal to the gentleman from 
|| Pennsylvania to withdraw his motion. 1 desire 

an opportunity of introducing a bill for reference. 

Mr. STEVENS. 1 would do so if the bust 


I insist on the regular order 


| 
| 

Stecle, Stiles, Strouse, Stuart, Sweat, Tracy, Voorhees, ness could be confined to the introduction of bills, 
| 


Wadsworth, Webster, Wheeler, Chilton A. White, Joseph 


W. White, Winfield, Fernando Wood,and Yeaman—75. 
So the resolution was not laid on the table. 


but everybody is offering Buncombe resolutions 
| and I think we had better adjourn. ’ 
| The question was taken, and the House r fuse 


The question recurred on the demand for the || to adjourn. 


previous question, 


Mr. FENTON. Is it in order to move to refer 


the resolution to a committee? 


The SPEAKER. Not pending thedemand for 


the previous question, 


Mr. FENTON. 


GENERAL ROBERT ANDERSON. 


Mr. GRIDER submitted a resolution, which 
' was read, considered, and agreed to, instruct!"5 


the Committee on Military Affairs to inquire !"' 


I hope the previous question || the expediency of retiring from the service Gen- 
will be voted down, and then | will move to refer 


‘eral Robert Anderson, of Sumter memory ®” 


the resolution to the select committee on the re- || gallantry, with full pay, and report by bill or other- 


bellious States, 


| wise, 
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PAY OF CONSULS. 


Mr. GRIDER also submitted a resolution, which 
was read, considered, and agreed to, instructing 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs to inquire into 
the expediency of regulating upon some more 
equitable seale the salaries and pay of our consuls 





| Stiles, Strouse, Voorhees, Chilton 
Wood, and Yeaman—27. 
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William Johnson, Knapp, Long, Marcy, McDowell, Mc- 1] 


Kinney, William H. Miller, Pendleton, Robinson, Ross, 
A. White, Fernando 


NAYS—Meessrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Arnold, Ashley, 
John D. Baldwin, Baxter, Blaine, Francis P. Blair, Bout- 


| well, Boyd, Brandegee, Broomall, James 8. Brown, Wil 


abroad, and, if necessary, report a bill to increase || 
such salaries as are insufficient. 1 


AMENDMENT OF A RULE. 
Mr. YEAMAN submitted a proposition, which 


was referred to the Committee on Rules, to amend 
the 134th rule by adding thereto the following: 
And when any bill, resolution, or report is ordered to be 


printed, there shall be twenty-five extra copies printed for 
the use of the member introducing it. 


CONSUL-GENERAL GIDDINGS, ETC. 
Mr. GARFIELD. 


Jution: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if consistent 
with the public interest, to communicate to this House such 
information as may be in the State Department touching 
the arrest of our consul general to the British North Ameri- 
can Provinees; and such official communications touching 
our Canadian commerce as may have been made by-the 
Colonial Secretary or other Canadian or British officer to 
our Government, Or either of its Executive Departments. 


Mr. PENDLETON. I desire that that reso- 
lution shall go over with other resolutions asking 
for information, 

TheSPEAKER, The resolution lies over one 
day under the rules. 


PERFECT AND UNALTERABLE LIBERTY. 


Mr. SMITH offered the following resolution, 
and moved the previous question on its adoption: 

Whereas a most desperate, wicked, and bloody rebellion 
exists within the jurisdiction of the United States, and the 
salety and security of personal and national liberty depend 
upon its absolute and utter extinction: Therefore, 

Resolved, That it is the political, civil, moral, and sacred 
duty of the people to meet it, fight it, crush it, and for- 
ever destroy it, thereby establishing perfect and unalterable 
liberty. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 


Mr. LOVEJOY called for the yeas and nays, 
and demanded tellers on ordering the yeas and 
nays, 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Lovesoy 


and CorFROTH were appointed, 


I offer the following reso- 


The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes forty-seven. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr.J.C. ALLEN. I move that the House 


do now adjourn; and on that I call for the yeas 
and nays, 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 33, nays 98; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. James C. Allen, William J. Allen, An- 
cona, Bliss, James 8. Brown, Freeman Clarke, Cole, Cox, 
Dawson, Dennison, Eden, Eldridge, Finck, Harding, Har- 
ington, William Johnson, Francis W. Kellogg, King, 
Knapp, Long, Marcy, McDowell, McKinney, William H. 
Miller, James R. Morris, Morrison, Nelson, Pendleton, 
Shannon, Stiles, Strouse, Sweat, and Fernando Wood—33. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Arnold, Ashley, 
Johu D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, Francis P. 
Blair, Jacob B. Blair, Boutwell, Boyd, Brandegee, Broom- 
all, William G. Brown, Chanler, Ambrose W. Clark, Coff- 
roth, Thomas T’. Davis, Dawes, Deming, Dixon, Donnelly, 
Driggs, Eckley, Edgerton, Eliot, English, Farnsworth, 
Fenton, Frank, Ganson, Gooch, Grider, Grinnell, Gris- 
Wold, Hale, Higby, Holman, Hooper, Hotchkiss, Asahel W. 
Hubbard, Hulburd, Hutchins, Jenckes, Orlando Kellogg, 
Kernan, Le Blond, Loan, Longyear, Lovejoy, Marvin, Me- 
Clurg, MeIndoe, Middleton, Samuel F. Miller, Moorhead, 
Morniil, Daniel Morris, Amos Myers, Leonard Myers, 
Charles O’Neill, Orth, Patterson, Perham, Pomeroy, Price, 
Radford, Samuel J. Randall, William H. Randall, Alex- 
ander ll. Riee, John H Rice, James 8. Rollins, Ross, 
“henek, Seofield, Scott, Smith, Smithers, Spalding, 
= rt, T layer, ‘Thomas, Tracy, Upson, Van Valkeuburgh, 
Ma adsworth, Elihu B. Washburne, William B. Washburn, 
= bster, Whatley, Joseph W. White, Williams, Wilder, 
Vidom, Winfield, and Woodbridge—98. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


Mr. J.C. ALLEN. Is it in order to move to 


refer the resolution to the committee on revolu- 
Uonary States? 


The SPEAKER. 
1aving been ordered. 

Mr, J.C. ALLEN. Then I move to lay the 
resolution on the table; and on that motion I ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

ie yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
‘he negative—yeas 27, nays 101; as follows: 


, XEAS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Ancona, Brooks, Chan- 
» Yeming, Dennison, Eden, Edgerton, Eldridge, Herrick, 


It is not, the main question 








liam G. Brown, Ambrose W. Clark, Cole, Cox, Cravens, 
Dawes, Dixon, Donnelly, Driggs, Eckley, Eliot, English, 
Farnsworth, Fenton, Frank, Ganson, Gartield, Gooch, 
Grinnell, Griswold, Hale, Harding, Higby, Holman, Hooper, 
Hotehkiss, Asabet W. Habbard, Hulburd, Hutchins, 
Jenckes, Julian, Kasson, Kelley, Francis W. Kellogg, Or- 
lando Kellogg, Kernan, Loan, Lovejoy, Marvin, McClurg, 
Mcludoe, Middleton, Samuel F. Miller, Moorhead, Mor- 
rill, Daniel Morris, Amos Myers, Leonard Myers, Nelson, 
Charles O’ Neill, John O'Neill, Orth, Patterson, Perham, 
Pike, Pomeroy, Price, Radford, William H. Randall, Alex 
ander H. Rice, John H. Rice, Rogers, James 8. Rollins, 
Schenck, Scofield, Scott, Shannon, Smith, Smithers, 
Spalding, Stuart, Sweat, Thayer, Thomas, Tracy, Van 


Valkenburgh, Ward, Elihu B. Washburne, William B. 


Washburn, Webster, Whaley, Wheeler, Williams, Wilder, 
Wilson, Windom, Winfield, and Woodbridge—101. 


Se the House refused to lay the resolution on | 


the table. 


Mr. BRANDEGEE, in changing his vote from | 


aye to no, said that he was sick of this miserable | 


political claptrap. 

Mr.J.C. ALLEN. I move that the House do 
now adjourn, and on that motion | call for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The motion was rejected. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. Is itin order 
to offer an amendment to the resolution? 

The SPEAKER. It is not, the main question 
having been ordered. 

The question being on the adoption of the res- 
olution, the question was taken, and it was de- 


| cids-1 in the affirmative—yeas 112, nays 16; as 
| follows: 


Y&AS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Arnold, Ashiey, 
Baily, Augustus C. Baldwin, Jobn D. Baldwin, Baxter, 
Blaine, Francis P. Blair, Jacob B. Blair, Boutwell, Boyd, 
Brandegee, Broomall, James 8. Brown, William G. Brown, 
Ambrose W. Clark, Freeman Clarke, Cole, Cravens, Cres 
well, Dawes, Deming, Dixon, Donnelly, Driggs, Eckley, 
Eldridge, Eliot, English, Farnsworth, Fenton, Frank, Gan- 
son, Garfield, Gooch, Grinnell, Griswold, Hale, Harding, 
Higby, Holman, Hooper, Hotchkiss, Asahel W. Hubbard, 
Hutchins, Jenckes, Julian, Kasson, Kelley, Francis W. 
Kellogg, Orlando Kellogg, Kernan, Loan, Longyvar, Love- 
joy, Marvin, McBride, 
Samuel F. Miller, Moorhead, Morrill, Danie! Morris, Amos 
Myers, Leonard Myers, Nelson, Odell, Charles O'Neill, 
Orth, Patterson, Pike, Pomeroy, Price, Radford, William 
H. Randall, Alexander H. Rice, John H. Rice, Rogers, Ed- 





McClurg, Mclndoe, Middleton, | 


ward H. Rollins, James S. Rollins, Schenck, Scofield, | 


Shannon, Smith, Smithers, Spalding, Stebbins, Stevens, 


Strouse, Stuart, Sweat, Thayer, Thomas, Tracy, Upson, || and proper promotions in the Army: Theretore, 
Elihu B. Washburne, || 


Van Valkenburgh, Wadsworth, 
William B. Washburn, Webster, Whaley, Wheeler, MVil- 
liams, Wilder, Wilson, Windom, Winfield, and Wood- 
bridge—112. 


NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Ancona, Dennison, | 


Benjamin G. Harris, Long, Marcy, McDowell, William H. || 


Miller, Morrison, John O'Neill, Pendleton, Robinson, 
Stiles, Voorhees, Chilton A. White, and Fernando Wood 
—16. 


So the resolution was adopted. 


Mr. SMITH moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to; and also 


moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. | 


The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SMITH moved the previous question on 
the adoption of the preamble. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered, and under its operation 
the, preamble was agreed to. 

Mr. SMITH moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the preamble was agreed to; and also 


moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the | 


table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


MISSOURI LANDS. 
Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, by unanimous con- 


sent, introduced a bill concerning certain school 
lands in township forty-five north, range seven 


east, in the State of Missouri; which was read a | 


first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 
Mr. GARFIELD. The House is in such an 
exceedingly bad temper I move an adjournment. 
The motion was disagreed to—ayes 55, noes 75. 


BOUNTIES TO SOLDIERS. 
Mr. HARRINGTON introduced a bill to pro- 


vide for the paymentof bounties to soldiers in the 
United States service who have served a less time 
than two years, upon honorable discharge, which 


was read a first and second time, and referred to | 


the Committee of Military Affairs. 
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EXEMPTION FOR CONSCIENTIOUS SCRUPLES. 
Mr. EDGERTON submitted the following res- 


olution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be tn- 
structed to inquire inte the « xpediency of so amending 
the second section of the act entitled “ An act for enrolling 
and calling out of the amtional torces, and for other pur- 
poses,”? approved March 3, 1863, as to provide for the ex 
emption from draft or military service under said act, with- 
out payment of commutation money or liability to proeure 





| substitutes, of all clergymen or miuisters of religion in reg- 


ular standing with their proper ecclesiastical aulnorilies 


| in any church of religious society who, by the jaws or caa- 


| tion now before this House : 


ons of such church or society in foree prior to the cont 


; mencement of the existing civil war, are forbidden to shed 


human blood or to take human tife in war, and for the like 
exemption of all other persons who have sincere religious 
convictions or scruples of conscience against taking part 
in war: Provided, That the facts upon which such exemp 
tion shall be claimed by any person shall be verified if 
such manner as the amendment may prescribe; and that 
said committee report by bill or otherwise. 


The resolution was referred to the Commitiee 
on Military Affairs. 


MISS DICKINSON’S LECTURE. 
Mr. EDGERTON asked unanimous consent to 


introduce the following resolution: 


Whereas Miss Anna E. Dickinson, by a resolution of a 
majority of this House, was granted the use of this Hall of 
Representatives to deliver a public address entitled “ Words 
for the Hour” on the evening of Saturday, 16uh tustant; 
and whereas said Auna EB. Dickinson appeared upon a plat 
form in this Hall on said evening, supported on her right by 
the Vice President of the United States, and on her tett by 
the Speaker of this House, who thus by their presence aud 
support gave, or appeared to give, a semi-official or govern 
mental character and indorsement to said Miss Dickinsva 
and her address, which address was a political rhapsody, 
breathing a spirit of intense partisanship for the present 
Administration, and denunciatory of its opponents, and was 
evidently designed to influence grave measures of legisia 
Therefore, 

Resolved, ‘That we disapprove of the use of this Fall for 
the purpose to which it was applied on Saturday evening 
last, and of its future use for any similar purpose, as dis 
respectiul and unjust to the minority of this Huu-e, and 
not in accordance with the purpose tor which the Halls of 
the Federal Congress were designed and erected. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH objected. 
GENERALS NOT IN SERVICE. 


Mr. HOLMAN submitted the following reso- 
lution, and demanded the previous question on its 


| adoption: 


Whereas this House has been officially informed that 
a large number of officers of the Army, including a num 


| ber of major and brigadier generals, have been tor Tlong 


period of time relieved from active service, while still re 
eciving the full pay pertaining to their rank ; and whereas 


| such policy, while embarrassing to the officers so relieved, 


is gnanifestly unjust to the country, and interferes with just 


Resolved, That,in the judgment of this House, the policy 
of retaining in the pay of the Government officers who have 
been indefinitely relieved from active service, not ply -<ic 
ally disabled by wounds, and who have not been placed on 
the retired list, ought to be discontinued, and that the Com 
mittee on Military Affairs be instructed to inquire what 


legislation, if any, is necessary to effect a remedy in the 


premises, and reduce the number of general officers not 


| employed in active service; and report by bill or otherwise. 


The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put, 
The resolution was adopted. 


COURT OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. KING asked consent to bave printed an 
amendment proposed by him to be offered to 
House bill No. 63, concerning the jurisdiction of 
the Court of Claims. 

No objection being offered, the order to print 
was made, 

DR. C. M. WETIIERILL. 

Mr. ORTH submitted the following resolu- 
tion, and demanded the previous question on its 
adoption: 


Resolved, That a select committee of five members be 
appointed tor the purpose of inquiring into the faets con 
nected with the special details and absence from that De 
partment of Dr. C. M. Wetherill, chemist of the Depart 
ment of Agriculture; with power to send for persons aud 
papers, and to report by bill or otherwise. 


The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question sedided to be put, 

Mr. LOVEJOY. There is not even a charge 
made by the resolution. Ido notthink we should 


| appoint such a committee without knowing some- 
| thing about the facts. 


The question was taken onthe adoption of the 
resolution, and the vote was announced—ayes 10, 
noes 55; no quorum voting. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Nlinois, moved that 
the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon the 
House (at four o’clock, p. m.) adjourned unui to- 
morrow at twelve o’clock, m. 
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IN SENATE. 
Tvespay, January 19, 1864. 


rayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. SunDERLAND. 
The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved, 


CREDENTIALS PRESENTED. 


Mr. JOHNSON presented the credentials of 
flon. Tuomas Hoxtway Hicks, elected by the 
Legislature of Mai yland to fill the vacancy occa- 

ie | by the death of Hon. Jumes Alfred Pearce. 
The ere de nuials were read; the oaths prescribed 
by law were administered to Mr. Hicks, and he 
took his seat in the Senate. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. TRUMBULL presented a petition of as- 


sistant assessors under the direct tax and internal 
revenue laws, in the State of [linois, praying for 
an increase of their compensation; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HARDING presented the memorial of 
Theodore J. Eckerson, military storekeeper in 
the ordnance departine nt of the United States 
Army, praying thatthe military storckeepers of 
the ordnance department, being commissioned 
officers of the Army, shall have rank correspond- 
ing with the rank to which their pay is mghest 
assimilated; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs and the Militia. 

Mr. COWAN presented eleven petitions of citi- 
zens of Pennsylvania, praying for the increase of 
the pay of the non-commissioned officers and pri- 
vates now in the service, or hereafter to be mus- 
tered into service as volunteers during the war; 
which were referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs and the Militia, 

Mr. WILSON presented the pe tition of I lenry 
C. Whittier and other Massachusetts volunteers, 
who enlisted into the service of the United States 
for the term of nine months in the autumn of 1862, | 
praying fora bounty of twenty-five dollars; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs 
and the Militia. 

Mr, CONNESS presented a petition of citizens 
of Arizona ‘Territory and of the southern coun- | 
ties of California, praying for the establishment 
of a mail route from San Bernardino, California, 
to La Paz,in the Territory of Arizona; which | 
was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. | 

Mr. JOMNSON presented a memorial of the | 
religious Society of Friends, of New York, pray- 
ing for exemption from military service; which | 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

ile also presented the memorial of Samuel 
Chase Barney, praying that inquiry may be made 
into the causes of his dismissal from the naval 
service; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SUMNER, from the Committee on For- | 
clien Relations, to whom was referred a message 
from the President of the United States, transmit- 
ting a report of the commissioner in relation to 
claims of Peruvian citizens, submitted a report ac- 
companied by a bill (S. No. 65) to provide for the | 
payment of the claims of Peruvian citizens under 
thecouvention between the United States and Peru | 
of the 12th of January, 1863. The bill was read, 
and passed toa second reading, 

Mr. rESSENDEN, from the Committee on 
Finance, to whom were referred various petitions 
from inspectors of the customs, praying for an 
increase of their compensation, reported a bill (S. 
No, 66) to increase the compensation of inspect- 
ors of customs in certain ports; which was read, 
and passed to a second reading. 

Mr. NESMITH, from the Committee on Mil- | 
itary Affairs and the Militia, to whom was re- | 
ferred a joint resolution (S. No. 11) of thanks 
to Major General George H. Thomas, and the 
officers and men who fought under his command | 
at the battle of Chickamauga, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. HICKS, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred a joint resolution | 
(S. No. 19) of thanks of Congress to Commo- 

| 


dore Cadwallader Ringgold, the officers and crew 
of the United States ship Sabine, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. HALE. I am instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referreda bill || 
(S. No. &) to encourage enlistments in the naval || 
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service of the United States, and to credit enlisted 
men tothe milit wy quotas ¢ f the respective States 
of which they are citizens, to report the same 
back with a recommendation that the bill be in- 
definitely postponed. The reason for the recom- 
mendation is that the essential provisions of this 
bill have been incorporated into the enrollment 
bill which has been passed by the Senate. 1 ask 
for the present consideration of the report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
New Hampshire asks the unanimous consent of 
the Senate to consider the bill at the present time. 


The Chair hears no objection; and the bill is be- || 
\| fore the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 


Its reading in detail will be dispensed with, if there 
be no objection. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without || 


amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is still 
open to amendment. No amendment being of- 
fered, the question is on the motion of the Senator 
from New Hampshire that the further consider- 
ation of the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


INSANE PATIENTS. 


Mr. GRIMES. The Committee on the Dis- | 


trict of Columbia, to whom was referred a bill 
(S. No. 49) relating to the admission of patients 
to the hospital for the insane in the District of 
Columbia, have instructed me to report it back 
with an amendment, and to recommend its pas- 
sage. If there be no other business with which it 
will interfere, as it is a very small matter, and it 
is very desirable the bill should pass at an early 
day, Ll ask the unanimous consent of the Senate 
to consider it at the present time. 

There being no objection, the bill was consid- 


ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes | 


to authorize the Secretary of the Interior, in his 


discretion, during the present war, to admit into | 
the Government hospital for the insane such | 


transient insane persons as may be found in the 
District of Columbia without the means of sup- 
port, to be there detained until they can be sent 
to their friends or proper places of residence; 
the steps preliminary to their admission to be the 


| same, exceptas to the affidavit of residence at the 


time they became insane, as are required in the 
case of indigent persons who became insane while 
residing in the District of Columbia. 

The amendment was to insert after the word 
** residence,’’ where it first occurred, the words, 


** under the direction of the said Secretary of the | 


Ingerior, whose duty it shall be to provide there- 
_.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, || 
and the amendment was concurred in. The bill | 


was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
and was read the third time, and passed. 
ISRAEL C. WAIT. 

Mr. CLARK. The Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 34) in favor 
of the legal representatives of Israel C. Wait, have 
considered that matter, and directed me to report 


| it back tothe Senate with anamendment; and,as 
|| the bill is a very shortone and is free from doubt, 


I ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole proceeded to consider the 
bill, which directs the Secretary of the Treasury 


to pay to the Jegal representatives of Israel C. | 


Wait, late lieutenant in the United States Navy, 


the sum of $1,500, that being the amountof an un- |! 
paid balance due him under the act of March 3, 


1857. 

The Committee on Claims reported the bill with 
an amendment to strike out the words ‘*March 3, 
1857,”’ and to insert “ January 16, 1857, entitled 


| ‘An act to amend an actentitled ‘* An act to pro- | 


mote the efficiency of the Navy.’” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. 


Mr. FOSTER. The bill speaks of an amount 


of money due this officer under a law. If it was 
due to him under a Jaw, I wish to inquire why he 


could not receive it, why it was not paid to him? 


Mr. CLARK. I will state—and I am obliged 
to the Senator for calling the attention of the Sen- 
ate to it—there was an appropriation in 1857 out 
of which this claim could have been paid; but the 
time has gone by and that appr@priation has lapsed 
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and gone into the surplus fund, and there is no 
money now in the Treasury out of which jt ea, 
be paid. It is standing due to him on the books 
of the Department, and is clearly due, but they 
want the funds out of which to pay it. ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third 


reading, was read the third time, and passed, 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced that 
| the House of Representatives had agreed to the 
| concurrent resolution of the Senate for the ap- 
| pointment of a joint committee on the conduct of 
the war, with an amendment, in which it requested 

| the concurrence of the Senate. 


| ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives had signed ay 
|| enrolled bill (S. No. 50) to authorize the Preg;. 
|| dent to appoint a Second Assistant Secretary of 
|, War; which thereupon received the signature of 
|| the Vice President. 


MAIL CONTRACTS IN MISSOURI. 
Mr. HENDERSON submitted the following 


resolution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Postmaster General be requested to 
communicate.to the Senate all the facts connected with 
| the contracts of Messrs. Shepherd and Caldwell to earry 
| the mail, on certain routes numbered 8818, 8819, 8849, ang 
| 8872, in the State of Missouri, and all papers connected 
with the suspension of said contracts. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


| Mr. WILSON asked, and by unanimous con- 
| sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 67) 
| for establishing rules and articles for the govern- 
|| ment of the armies of the United States; which 
|, was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs and the Militia 
Mr. MORGAN, in pursuance of previous no 
tice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a bil! 
|| (S. No. 68) to facilitate proceedings in admiralty 
|| and other judicial proceedings in the port of New 
|| York, and for other purposes; which was read 
| twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. ' 
|| BOUNTIES TG VOLUNTEERS. 
|| Mr. WILKINSON. I gave notice yesterday 
|| that ] should to-day ask leave to introduce a joint 
|| resolution extending the benefits of the bounty 
| granted by the act of July 22, 1861, to certain sol- 
| diers who entered the service of the United States 
| prior to May 3, 1861. I now ask leave to intro- 
' duce the joint resolution, and I ask that it may |x 
acted upon to-day without a reference. 
Leave was granted to introduce the joint resolu- 
|| tion. 
|| Mr. WILKINSON. I wish to state that thi 
|| first Minnesota regiment was mustered into tli 
|| service of the United States under the original proc- 
|| lamation of the President of April 15, 1861, tor 
| three months, It was mustered in on the 29th of 
|| April, 1861, a very short time after the proclama- 
| tion. On the 3d of May, 1861, four days after tie 
| regiment was mustered into the service, the Prest- 
dent issued another proclamation calling out thre 
| hundred thousand troops for three years or daring 
the war. The Secretary of War sent a dispate! 
to the Governor of Minnesota that he could no! 
receive this regiment for so short a time, as the 
|| expense of transportation in bringing them here 
‘| would be too great, but thatif the regiment wow’ 
consent to serve for three years or during the ww 
| they would be ordered on to Washington. Th: 
'| regiment consented, every man of them, to go! 
| under the proclamation of May 3, 1861, and (ley 
| came here and have served in this army from 10’ 
time to this. The regiment has been in twen'y- 
|| five battles—at the first Bull Run, at Conrats 
Ferry, at Ball’s Bluff, at Winchester, at Ww : 
| Point, at Fair Oaks, at Savage Station, at 0°" 
battles of Malvern Hill, at Antietam, at 50!" 
Mountain, at Gettysburg, at Haymarket, at brs 
| tow Station, and in several smaller engageme'™ 
The Solicitor of the War Department has ms 
this decision—it is a very strange one—* but @ 
| volunteer soldier enlisted prior to date of the Pres: 
ident’s proclamation of May 3, 1861, and of 4 
eral Order No. 15, May 4, 1861, is not entiter ” 
bounty of $100 under act of July 22, 1°61, D 
I understand that the Solicitor of the We! 
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partment decides it upon the principle that inas- 
much as the regiment was mustered into service 
before the proclamation of May 3, 1861, the pre- 
sumption Is that it has not served two years, and 
therefore not entitled to the bounty of $100 under 
the act of July 22, 1861. 


Mr. RAMSEY. I will inform my colleague 
that the officer has reconsidered that decision. 


CLERK TO A COMMITTEE. 
Mr. HOWARD submitted the following reso- 


| lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 


Mr. WILKINSON. There are some reasons | 


why the resolution should pass. This resolution 
which I have asked leave to introduce is intended 
to extend the benefits of this bounty to those sol- 
diers; and there is no objection to it. I showed 
it to the Second Auditor this morning, who made 
some additions to it, and said that I was at liberty 
to say that he thought it ought to be passed. 

It is a mere technical decision excluding this 
regiment from the benefits of the bounty. This 
reciment has lost alread 


over two hundred men | 


killed upon the battle-field, five hundred more 
wounded, with twenty of its officers. The lieuten- 


ant colonel has been eight times wounded. 
twelve men of this regiment have died of disease. 


Fifty of them have been mustered out of the ser- || 


Only | 


vice in order that they might receive commissions | 


in other regiments. j 
Gettysburg the first Minnesota volunteers lost two 
thirds ofits officers and men, and yet there has not 
been up to this day a solitary member of the regi- 
ment who has received his bounty of $100 under 
ihe provisions of the act of July 22, 1861. 

It is very surprising that a decision excluding 


these brave and gallant men from the benefit of 


the bounty should ever have been made, but it is 
made a good deal upon the theory of the judge 


in our State who was applied to to grant a writ | 


of habeas corpus to release a man from the peni- 
tentiary who had been sent there by the judgment 
of a justice of the peace. 


upon what grounds the party was held in prison, 
it stated that he was held there by the decision 
and judgment of a justice of the peace. The 
judge refused.to grant the writ, upon the ground 
that the constitution prohibited the justice from 
sentencing a man to the penitentiary, and there- 


On the bloody battle-field of | 


As our local laws re- | 
quired that the petition for the writ should state 


fore he could not be there; but the poor fellow | 


was there. 


The Solicitor of the War Depart- | 


ment decides that these troops cannot have served | 


two years because they were mustered in at a time 
when there were no three years men called out; 


but many of the men have been killed in battle, | 


and the others are in the Army yet. I hope the 
resolution will pass without being referred to a 
committee. 


The joint resolution (S. No. 20) extending the 


”») 


ay 


benefits of the bounty granted by the act of July | 
1861, to certain soldiers who entered the ser- | 


vice of the United States prior to May 3, 1861, | 


was read twice by its title. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Let it be read at length. 
The Secretary read the joint resolution, which 
proposes to extend the benefits of the act entitled 
“An act to authorize the employment of volun- 


teers to aid in enforcing the laws and protecting | 
the public property,’ approved July 22, 1861, so | 


as to be applicable to and operate for the benefit 
of all volunteers who were mustered into the ser- 
vice of the United States prior to the date of the 
President’s proclamation of May 3, 1863, if such 
Volunteers have served the term prescribed in the 
act under such enlistment necessary to entitle 
them to the bounty therein provided for. It also 
proposes to extend the provisions of the sixth sec- 
tion of that act to the widows and heirs of such 
as have been or may be killed or die in the service. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I must object to the pas- 
sage of the resolution without its being referred 
‘oa committee. It may involve a very consider- 
able expenditure of money, and we ought to have 
the report of a committee on the subject. 

Mr. WILKINSON. Of course it will involve 
Some expenditure. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Then it should be ex- 
amined by a committee. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 
— the joint resolution cannot be considered 

-day. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. As it involves a question 
4s to the construction of a law, I move that it be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That reference will 


¢ made if there be no objection. The Chair 
ears none. 


i 


| read. 


eee 





sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Pacific kailroad be 
allowed to employ a clerk upon the same compensation 
allowed the clerks of other standing committees. 


OATH OF OFFICE. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The special order 
of the day, which is now before the Senate, is 
the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Sumner,] which will be 


The Secretary read it, as follows: 

Resolved, That the following be added to the rules ofthe | 
Senate: 

The oath or affirmation prescribed by act of Congress 
of July 2, 1862, to be taken and subscribed before entering 
upon the duties of office, shall be taken and subscribed by 
every Senator in open Senate before entering upon his 
duties. It shall also be taken and subscribed in the same 
way by the Secretary of the Senate ; but the other officers 
of the Senate may take and subscribe it in the office of the 
Secretary. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. To this resolution 
an amendment is offered by the Senator from Del- 
aware, (Mr. Savutspury,] to strike out all after | 
the word ‘ resolved,” and insert the following: | 

' 





That the Committee on the Judiciary be instructed to in- 
quire whether Senators and Representatives in Congress 
are included within the provisions of the act of Congress 


entitled ‘* Anact to prescribe an oath of office, and for other |! 


purposes,’ approved July 2, 1862, and whether the said act | 
is in accordance or in conflict with the Constitution of the 
United States. 
The question before the Senate is on agreeing 
to this amendment. 
Mr. BAYARD addressed the Senate at length. | 
[His speech will be published in the Appendix.] 
Mr. COLLAMER. Mr. President—— 
Mr. SUMNER. 


Vermontcan hardly be expected to go on this after- | 


I presume the Senator from 1] 
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| politician, 


| matter shall be investigated. 


noon at this late hour, and as there is executive || 


business to be attended to, | move that the Sen- | 
ate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- | 
ness. That will leave the Senator from Vermont | 
with the right to the floor when this question comes 
up at one o’clock to-morrow. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Vermont is understood to yield for that motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and after some time 
spent in executive session the doors were re- 
opened, and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvespay, January 19, 1864. ” 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Cuannina. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

DR. C. M. WETHERILL. 

The SPEAKER announced the business first 
in order to be the following resolution, on which | 
the main question was yesterday ordered, and the 
vote taken, no quorum voting: 


Prayer | 


Resolved, That a select committee of five members be 
appointed for the purpose of inquiring into the facts con- 
nected with the special details and absence from that De 
partment of Dr. C. M. Wetherill, chemist of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture; with power to send for persons and 
papers, and to report by bill or otherwise. 


-Mr. ORTH asked consent to make a statement 
of the circumstances under which the resolution 
was offered. 

No objection was made. 

Mr. ORTH. Abouta year ago a certain citi- 
zen of Illinois, whose name I do not now recol- 
lect, Captain Miller, I believe, broughttothe notice 
of the President what he alleged was an improve- 
mentingunpowder. The President directed that || 
an investigation be made into the merits of this || 
alleged new discovery; and in order to facilitate 
that investigation detailed Dr. Wetherill from the | 
Agricultural Department. 

Dr. Wetherill is well known to the country as || 
one of the most scientific members of his profes- | 
sion. He commenced the discharge of his duties 
under this detail of the President, which was to | 
terminate at the end of one month. At the ex- 
piration of that time, not having concluded his 
experiments, the Commissioner of Agriculture 
extended that detail indefinitely. ‘The investiga- 
tion was prosecuted during the summer months, 
and was concluded about the Ist of October. Dr. | 
Wetherill then reported himself to the Commis- | 


| be the consideration of House bill No. 
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sioner of Agriculture, and found that he had been 
discharged. 


Mr. Speaker, he is a constituent of mine. But 
whether a constituent of mine or not, I feel it to 
be my duty to bring forward the case of the hum- 
blest citizen of the Republic who feels aggrieved. 
| believe it likewise my duty to strike at the high- 
est official in this Government, if necessary for the 
public welfare. : 

These are the facts, Dr. Wetherill is not a 
He is aman of science. He thinks 
that his reputation is at stake in the way in which 
he has been treated. LTask,inhis behalf, that the 
From the time that 
he was detailed up to this day he has not received 
one dollur of his salary. It will not be proper 
for me to detail the interview which took place 
between the Commissioner of Agriculture and 
myself. Dr. Wetherill and his friends are willing 
that this matter shall be publicly investigated. He 
believes that the effect of the action of the De- 
partment will be to cast a stigma upon his repu 
tation as a scientific man. He entered the De- 
partment of Agriculture in pursuit of the science 
in which he was educated. Itisin his behalf that 
I desire this investigation should take place. 

The resolution provides for calling for persons 
and papers. There are only two witnesses cog- 
nizant of the whole transaction, and the investi- 
gation will occupy not more than one or two days, 
Ifthe House wants the Committee on Agriculture 
to look into it, | have no objection. I do not see 
any pertinency, however, in sending it to that 
committee, any more than to the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills. It isa special matter, with which 
they have nothing to do. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has 
been seconded and the main question ordered. 

The resolution was slepind. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 

Mr. COBB, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found 
truly enrolled bills of the following utiles; when 
the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. No. 50) to authorize the President 
to appoint a Second Assistant Secretary of War, 
and 

A bul (EI. R. No. 35) to provide for the defi- 
ciency in the appropriation for the pay of officers 
and men actually employed in the Western de- 
partment, or department of Missouri. 

CONFISCATION. 

The SPEAKER stated the business 1n order to 
Lk, to 
amend a joint resolution explanatory of ** Anact 
to suppress Insurrection, to punish treason and 
rebellion, to seize and confiscate the property of 


| rebels, and for other purposes,’’ approved July 


17, 1862, on which the gentleman from Ohio {Mr. 
Buss} was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WILSON. I ask the gentleman to yield 
to me for a moment. It is important that this 
resolution should be disposed of in some way at 
an early day. No committee can report until it 
is removed from before the House by favorable 
or adverse action. Therefore, for the purpose of 
enabling us to go on with other business, I de- 
sire to give notice that to-morrow I shall with- 
draw the motion to recommit, and demand the 
previous question in order to close debate, 

Mr. STEVENS. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man whether, when he withdraws his present 
motion, he intends to give us an opportunity to 


| voteon the amendments, of which notice has been 
| given? 


| Committee on the Judiciary. 


> Mr. WILSON. I desire to have action of the 
House on the resolution as reported from the 
Such are my in- 
structions. 

Mr. STEVENS. 
for amendment? 

Mr.COX. I hope that the gentleman will not 
pressaction atthatearly day. I will say tohim that 
half a dozen members on this side of the House 
wish to speak on the proposition. 1 ask in cour- 
tesy, in reference to a matter of such importance, 
that this side of the House should have an oppor- 
tunity for full discussion. He cannot have action 
on it to-morrow. 

Mr. WILSON. lt have no disposition to press 
this upon the House invelieenebty. I think that 
the time asked for by the other side has been 
granted already. 


And allow no opportunity 





——— 


ei 


in Peoree 


@? 


iz i ee 


- a RNC green 
¥ a ~~ 


Death dn 2 


tis 


Ber dnd 


i 


ture, : 


oe 


Sh i steel etait cnet etme agg cm 





A gee ote 


264 


Mr. COX. This side of the House has had no 
opportunity to discuss the re solution. - 
“Mr. WILSON. [do not propose to call the pre- 
vious question uptul to-morrow, Several speeches 
have been made already upon the resolution, Il 


| look upon the resolation, all pertinent 
speeches con be made inashorttime, It does not 
involve a general question of confiscation, and if 
discussion be ouied to it little additional time 
will be consumed, 

Mr. KERNAN, I thank the gentleman for the 
opportunity he afforded me to state the ground of 
my dissent from the action of the committee. I 
did not then feel at liberty to go into the general 
argument. | know there are gentlemen upon both 
sides of the House who desire to speak mere ly 
to the merits of the resolution, and not to make 
political Sp eches. They de; ire to have an oppor- 
tunity for a fair discussion upon the constitutional 
question involved in it, and upon the ground of 
policy, believing that it will be profitable to the 
country to have a discussion so long as gentlemen 
As there 


tiadiin, 


confine themselves to those points, 


will be but littl time this morning for its discus- | 


sion, | hope the gentleman will not feel himself 


time really has come up for the consideration of 
Congress. And certainly there is no other matter 
upon which itis more important that we should 
act wisely and intelligibly. 

Mr. SWEAT. I desire to say only a single 
word. I think gentlemen upon this side of the 
House feel, and have reason to feel, a great inter 
est in having this mattey, proposed by the gentle- 
man from lowa, [Mr. Wizson,] not only thor- 
oughly discussed, but thoroughly understood 
betore being called to act upon it. I say now— 
and I shall be governed hereafter by the declara- 
tion L now make—that I will not upon any ocea- 
sion undertake to discuss any matter out of a 
factious feeling. Ipromise gentlemen upon the 
other side of the House thatis notmy object. All 
l.ask—and I think | have a right to demand that 
—is that this House shall show moderation in 
their action, and that they shall be enabled, by 
allowing the discussion of questions touching the 
right of citizens under the Constitution, to act in- 
telligibly upon matters which may come before 
them. 

Now, without undertaking to impugn the want 


of understanding of anybody here, 1 do under- | 


take to say I believe there are many members upon 
this floor who do not see the intent, the meaning, 
thezdesign, the aim, and the object of the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from lowa. To my mind 


~ 


it is striking at the very Constitution itself; and if | 


it be not, whatcan be lost by discussing the matter? 
[am not disposed by any means to discuss 
these questions elaborately, or to make a speech 


for the sake of making a speech, but I honestly | 


and sincerely believe it my duty to myself, tomy 
consuituents, and to the people at large of this coun- 


try, to secure for such a proposition as this thor- | 


ough discussion, and if there are errors in it, to 
have it ventilated. 
matter intelligibly, I hope the gentleman from 
lowa will not undertake to force us to a vote upon 
this subject. He says it has been delayed upon 
our instigation. When has there been an hour 
whenany gentleman upon thisside ofthe Chamber 
could reply to remarks made upon the other side ? 
The gentleman from Ohio, upon my right, [Mr. 
Buiss,]} has the floor; but no gentleman among us 
hos been able to discuss the subject for amoment, 
except the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Cox,] who 
made avery few remarks the otherday. [say we 
have had no time, and hence | say now, if it is un- 
dertaken to force us toa vote I shall resist it, and [ 
shall resist it because I believe itmy duty to resist 
it for the purpose of securing an opportunity for 
a thorough discussion, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. I appreciate 
the suggestion of my friend from Iowa in refer- 
ence to the importance of having this measure out 
of the way. Itblocks up the way against reports 
from all the committees which follow, and there 
can be no other report from any other committee 
until this measure is disposed of. But I also ap- 
preciate and acknowledge the reasonableness of 
the demand of gentlemen upon the other side of 
the House that they should have a fair opportu- 


Let this House act upon this | 


_™ 
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nity to discuss this measure. I do not think we 
are so pressed for time that we cannot afford to 
give a fair and full opportunity for discussion. 
Hence I am in favor of that, and | was going to 
propose to my friend from lowa—who I know de- 
sires discussion, and who does not fear the most 
ample and the fullest discussion upon any subject 
with which he is connected—that he should post- 
pone the consideration of this matter for a few 
days, in order that the committees which come 
after his committee may be called, and some im- 
portant subjects of legislation attended to. Ido not 
think anything can be lost by such a course. 
Mr. STEVENS. Let me say one single word. 
I wish to say to the gentleman from lowa unless 


| he allows usan opportunity to offer amendments 


[ warn him beforehand his bill cannot pass. I 
think I know enough members upon this side of 
the Llouse who will kill it. His bill is worse 
even than the original bill. If he will give us an 


_ opportunity to amend Ido notcare about discus- 


sion; but there must be a vote upon amendments 
or this bill cannot pass at all. 


Mr. WILSON. Ithas been said that the propo- 


| sition submitted by the other side of the House || 
called upon to bring us to a vote upon it so early || 
as to-morrow. | hope there will be given, in good | 
faith, a lithe more time,that each side of the House | 
may argue this question which now for the first | 


isareasonable one. Ido not know thatany prop- 


osition has been submitted by them, and it may be | 


that we can agree. 


Mr. PENDLETON. 


I will make a proposi- 


tion, and that is, that after my colleague [Mr. || 


Biss] shall have concluded his speech to-day 
the joint resolution shall be postponed until to- 
morrow, or some other day, after the morning 


| hour, and that the discussion shall be allowed to 


tinue very long, but it is impossible now to fix | 











nolupon me. 


eo on as long as the House desires it. 

Mr. WILSON. 1 desire to have some time 
fixed when we shall take the vote. That is my 
principal object. I am not particular whether it 
be to-morrow or the next day. 

Mr. PENDLETON. The debate will not con- 


the time. 

Mr. WILSON. 
the suggestion made by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Srevens,] that if he and those 
whom he says are associated with him on this 
side of the House are determined to defeat this res- 


olution, the responsibility will rest upon them and | 
Ifhe has determined that if he can- | 
not have his own way in relation to this resolu- | 


tion it shall not pass, let the responsibility rest 
with him, and not with me. 
Now, | wish to say in conclusion, that for the 


present, inasmuch as both sides of the House de- || 


sire to have further discussion, | have no objec- 


tion to letting the debate run over to-morrow, and | 
after that I shall take such course as shall seem | 


best to me; but | do not intend to let this discus- 
sion run many days longer. I desire to have the 
House brought to a vote on the resolution. But 
at present I will permit the debate to go on with- 
out any understanding, governing myself accord- 
ing to circumstances that may arise, but intending 
to bring the House to anearly vote on the reso- 


| lution, 


Mr.COX. I want the gentleman to understand 
that we wish to discuss the resolution between 
now and the time he calls the previous question. 

Mr. WILSON. Lhave nocontrol over that. The 
rules of the House will determine that matter. 

Mr. BLISS. Mr. Speaker, the debate in this 
House, on a motion pending to recommit to the 


Committee on the Judiciary House resolution No. | 


18, the same being a joint resolution to amend a 
joint resolution explanatory of **An act to sup- 


press insurrection, to punish treason and rebel- | 


lion, to seize and confiscate the property of rebels, 
and for other purposes,’’ approved July 17, 1862, 


has given rise to a conflict of opinion between | 
gentlemen of different political parties as to the | 
true intent and proper construction of that provis- | 
ion of the Constitution which limits the power of | 


Congress in fixing the penalty of treason. I con- 
fess my surprise atany such difference of opinion; 
for until a considerable time after the inaugura- 


tion of this Administration ne difference of opin- | 


ion existed among men of legal attainments, or 
among the people at large, as to the full effect of 
that clause in abolishing and repudiating forever 
in the United States of America the English pol- 
icy of interrupting the legal descent of ancestral 
estates by corrupting and rendering uninheritable 
the blood of the issue, whatever might have been 
the ancestor's crime. 


I wish to say in relation to | 


In section third of the third article, after fin- 
ing the crime of treason against the United &; ites 
the framers inserted this clause: : 

“Congress shall have power to declare the punishment 
of treason, but no attainder of treason shall work corr : 
tion of blood, wr forfeiture except during the life of + oe 
son attainted.”’ F 

It seems to me to be impossible that the framers 
of the Constitution, by the foregoing clause, me 
anything less than what the words clearly import 
—an absolute interdiction of the doctrine or pen- 
alty of corruption of blood and a limitation of for. 
feiture of estate to the life of the convicted party, 
Their repugnance to the harsh inflictions of tip 
British law was manifested as clearly in this as 
| in other parts of the instrument. They had re- 
_ cently achieved a revolution by which they had 
| thrown off the tyrannous oppressions of the Brit- 
ish Government, and in establishing a new one 
| for themselves and their posterity they were de- 
| 
| 
| 


ant 


| termined to protect the American people against 
| all unjust and needless penalties inflicted by the 
State from whose authority they had revolted, 
| They saw,as any one may see, that it was mon- 
strous injustice to inflict upon an innocent child 
the greater part of the penalty due only to a 
guilty parent, and that the doctrine of corruption 
of blood incapacitating the innocent for their law- 
| ful inheritance produced precisely that result, and 
| therefore protested against the barbarism by com- 
| mon consent, and put their protest into the funda- 
mental law. 

Can any gentleman perceive now, any more 
than the fathers could, the justice of wrenching 
from the hands of a child incapacitated by non- 
| age and the want of moral accountability for any 
|| participation in the crime of his parent, the right 
| of inheritance which is justly guarantied to him 
|| by the law? 

} The wife who is to be made a widow by the 


infliction of the penalty of treason upon her hus- 
band may be as innocent as her cradled infant of 
his crime, and should her legal right to be en- 
| dowed of his estate be taken from her? Does the 
|| Government desire to obtain property in that way? 
} The Constitution answers No, and its voice is 
|| potential. It would certainly bedifficult to supply 
|| any more clear and sufficient terms to impugn the 
corruption of blood altogether, and the forfeiture 
of estate beyond the lifetime of the attainted party, 
| than those employed in the clause cited. The 
style of the sentence is terse and compact—tliere 
are words enough in it to express with clearness 
the sense which | imputt to it, and nothing more. 
It is divided by punctuation into three parts, each 
of which contains a proposition. ‘The first pari 
reads, ‘* Congress shall have power to declare the 
|| punishmentoftreason.’’ Thatisacomplete sense. 
|| ‘The second part reads, ** but no attainder of trea- 
|| son shall work corraption of blood.’’ That isalso 
‘| acomplete sense. ‘The third and last member of 
|| the sentence, separated from the preceding by a 
| mark of punctuation, reads, *‘ or forfeiture except 
during the life of the person attainted,’’ whicli 
last words, in addition to the former provision, 
| that corruption of blood shall not be worked to 
| defeat the inheritance of the estate of the attainted 
by his legal heirs, provides also that no delay of 
the inheritance after the decease of the attainted 
|, person shall oceur by reason of the attainder, 
| because the life of the attainted is the limit of the 
forfeiture. It appears then clearly from these 
restrictions that the power given to Congress to 
declare the punishment of treason, although 1 
| authorizes legislation against the life of the guilty 
| party, and for the forfeiture of his estate while he 
shall live, yet gives no authority to Congress (0 
affect that estate after his death. 7 

It has been said in this discussion that the forfe't- 
ure of a traitor’s estate during his life m rely 
would be a vain thing, inasmuch as the forferture 
can only beenforced by the same judgment of the 
court which consigns him to death, and that the 10- 
terim between the sentence and the execution may 
be only a day. I cannot perceive any cogency !" 
this argument, because the Constitution does no! 
doom him to death, and Congress may punisit 
him by imprisonment for life, and confiscation 
his estate for life, or by other such penalty, oper 
ting within constitutional limits, as shall be deemed 
proper. Of course the framers could not knew) 





und perhaps did not suppose, that Congress wou" 
impose the penalty of death. rae 
The firstgeneral act for the punishment of crm 
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was passed by Congress in 1790, in which they 
prescribed for treason the penalty of death with- 
out forfeiture; and I believe that the law so re- 
mained until the confiscation act of 1862. Some 
time after the adoption by thts Government of the 
comp iratively humane policy of limiting forfeit- 
ures to life and eschewing corruption of blood, the 
English Parliament, in the reign of William LV, 
influenced by our example, adopted the Ameri- 
can policy, and cast the oppressive doctrines of 
corruption of blood and forfeiture of estate be- 


yond the life of the convict out of the legislation | 


of Great Britain. Were the English statesmen 
also deceived as to the intent and meaning of our 
Constitution? 

It cannot be denied that the understanding of 
able and learned men, jurists and commentators, 
who lived and acted at the time of the making of 
our Constitution, and shortly after, is of much 
weight whenever questions arise upon the con- 
struction of the Constituuion, It is true that the 


gentleman from Maryland pronounces the views | 


of these men on the subject before us * palpably 
wrong;’’ but, with great respect for his judgment 
in ordinary matters, | believe the opinion which 
we hold, as they did, is palpably right. My col- 
Jeague has exhibited the opinion of Judge Story; 
and all legal minds in this country will estimate 
alike the value of that opinion. ‘The gentleman 


from Indiana (Mr. Orntu] has produced several | 


high authorities to the same effect, although he 
ignores their teaching. I will oblige that gen- 


tleman by furnishing him with what he informs | 
us he sought vigilantly, but could not find, some | 
wise voice, Speaking from the time-honored pages | 


of the Federalist, on this subject. Let the gen- 
tleman turn to the 173d page of this volume which 


I hold in my hand, and he will find, from the pen | 


of noless distinguished acommentator than James | 


Madison, the following paragraph: 


“ As treason may be committed against the United States, 
the authority of the United States ought to be able to pun- 
ish it; but as new-fangled and artificial treasons have been 
the great engines by which violent factions, the natural off- 
spring of free Governments, have usually wreaked their 
alternate malignity on each other, the Convention have, 
with great judgment, opposed a barrier to this peculiar dan- 
ger by inserting « constitutional definition of the crime, 
fixing the proot necessary for conviction of it, and restrain- 
ing the Congress even in punishing it, from extending the 
consequences of guilt beyond the person of its author.’ 


That gentleman having assured us that com- 
mentators have all taken an absurd view of the 


subject, undertakes to solvethe problem of con- | 


struction in a more rational way. To bring about 
that solution and demonstrate its conclusiveness 
the gentleman avails himself of anew and modern 
perspicacity, which Story, Madison, Rawle, and 
other like men did not possess at the time of writ- 
ing, and whose opinions, therefore, are entitled 
to less weight on that account. This new perspi- 
cacity arises from great advances recently made 


in the science of philology by which the learned | 


have been enabled to illuminate the obscurity 


Which to many surrounds the rooty origin of || 


words. Of course, as we are a progressive people, 
we must learn to reinterpret our Constitution and 
laws according to the new philological light. By 
applying this improved advantage to the con- 
struction of the involved clause the gentleman 
comes outall right. He philologizes away the 
little word “*except,’’ and then he has corruption 


sult of the new and improved process, applied to 
the clause, being this conclusion, that what the 
Constitution requires is that the judicial proceed- 


ings against the guilty party shall be had in his || 


lifetime—thus forbidding the injustice of institu- 
ting an action againsta dead man, upon whom no 
better service of process could be made than |# 


pasting the writ or warrant on his coffin or tomb- | 


stone, 


that with such results from what is claimed to be 
improved interpretation, we had better adhere to 
the teachings of common sense. Did the makers 
of the Constitution intend to prevent, or did they 


I am on the whole constrained to believe || 


imagine the possibility of legal proceedings to en- , 
orce the poses of treason being instituted or | 


prosecute 
tainly not, 
The gentleman from Indiana seems to be not 
quite clear, even with his new light upon this sub- 
ject of corruption of blood and forfeiture of estate. 
he second and third divisions of the cited clause, 
although they import distinct ideas, both look and 
Mure to the same effect in this, that they provide 


after the death of the accused? Cer- 


|| by its terms. 


that no incapacity to inherit shall attach to the 
heir, and that no forfeiture shall attach to the es- 
tate to prevent the inheritance. 

The gentleman from Maryland, [Vr. Davis) 
who once, as he say 8, adopted the construction 
of the Constitution for which Leontend, but now 
sees the matter in another light, argues, among 
other suggestions, that the alleged restrictions ot 
the Constitution, having relation to an attainder, 
which means a forfeiture by the judgment of a 
court, are inapplicable to the process of forfeiture 
under the confiscation act of 1862. 
he has read aright, the law does not attach for- 
feiture or confiscation to an attainder on conviec- 
tion of treason. If the gentleman will turn his 
attention to the seventh section of that act, he will 


find that the entire substance of the proceedings || 


He says, if 
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under thatact consists in the forfeiture, upon proof | 


of treason, by judicial judgment, of the property 
of a person shown in court to have been guilty of 


the facts which constitute that crime, and there- || 
} 


fore such proceedings are, in principle, in no way 
distinguished from those had on indictments for 
treason, where forfeiture follows conviction, and 
is made a part ofthe judgment and sentence. The 


proceedings under the confiscation law to attach | 


forfeiture to the estate of the party after the pe- 
riod of his life, are judicial proceedings to inflict 


the very penalty which the Constitution prohibits, | 


for the offense upon which the forfeiture is pred- | 
The findings and orders of the | 


icated is treason. 
court, as provided for in thatact, are substantially 
and in effect attainders of treason. Prescribing 
a new method of doing a forbidden thing does got 
help the dilemma. 
the framers did not intend to protect estates from 


Asan argument to show that | 


forfeiture to follow the laws of blood inheritance, | 


it is said that the costs of the conviction and fines 
adjudged are liens upon the estate of the deceased, 


and that against the heir it may be appropriated | 


to pay them. 


This argument fails to exhibit the | 


slightest analogy, for fines and costs are simply | 


like civil debts, to be paid outof the estate of a de- 
ceased debtor, but do not involve atall the idea of 


forfeiture, which as a penalty sweeps away a whole 


estate withoutregard to value or amount, 

But a more appreciable reason has been given 
by the gentleman from Maryland for urging this 
policy. 


tion of the property of rebels. 


He informs us that the fixed policy of 
the Administration is the unconditional confisca- | 
This may be true | 


at the present time, but I always supposed that | 


the President was an essential part of an Admin- 


istration, and certainly at one time, when this || 


very confiscation bill was under his consideration, 
he perceived insurmountable constitutional objec- 
tions to the unrestricted forfeitures provided for 


This state of his mind he made 


known to Congress in the most emphatic way, | 


by his prepared and announced veto, and, as all 
know, the result of this was the explanatory and 
restrictive resolution which it is now proposed to 


repeal as an incumbrance upon the effectiveness | 


of the act. The passage of the resolution was 


understood by the country as a confession that | 
the President aad the Democrats were righton the | 


question. 
But we of this side of the House are told, in 
effect, by the gentleman from Maryland, that no 


| sympathy for or support of the Administration 
of blood and forfeiture of estate unlimited, the re- |) i 


is desired from us; and that any profession of a 


willingness to aid the Administration in any mat- | 
| ter in which we can perceive thatitis right is not 


received with any cordiality on his side of the 
House. The probability is that we shall not often 
feel called upon to make ourselves offensive in that 
way, for that is not our principal business here. 
We have resting upon us, however, a solemn obli- 
gation to doprecisely what the gentleman thinks 


we might better forbear, to discuss such constitu- || 
|| tiona' questions as may affect the integrity and per- | 


manence of this Government; to contend against | 
the advancing strides of revolutionary policy, and | 


to invoke the attention of our fellow-legislators to 


the consideration of the great principles upon || 


whicly our Government is founded; to obey the 


| willofour constituents by endeavoring to promote 


the best and surest means of relieving our bleed- 
ing country from the nameless horrors of civil 
war, and restoring to the people of all the States 
and to the Government the sacred Constitution of 
our fathers and the Union as it was. In thess 
disjointed times, when the doctrines of the repub- 
lican fathers ure openly impugned and an infrin- 
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| ging revolution is defacing the fair features of the 
people’s free Government; when essential por- 
tions and principles of the Constitution are voted 
upon the tabk which is left 
uufettered and uncontaminated will not foal, in 
the 
ust, to show its 
entire front;and though the numberof its votaries 
in the high places of the Government in this dark 
day of the Republic may be too limited for their 
immediate success, yet the trust and hope they 
have im truth and justice will insure their inces- 
| sant labor for the salvation of the country until 
either the wished for or the dreaded consumma- 
tion shall come. 

I oceasionally hear gentlemen upon the other 
side of this House allude with apparent pride and 
self-gratulation to the successes of their party in the 
| elections of the last year; in answer toall which, 
and to suggest a reason for the mollification of the 
boast, I propose to acknowledge the rightfulness 
of their predominance, when they will show to 
us that upon a fair, honest, and uncoerced can 
vass they could have had a majority of the votes 
of freemen, qualified and citizenized, in the States 
and precinets where they won their victories, 

Aside from the constitutional inability of Con- 
gress to make and putin operation such a law as 
the conscription act of 1862 would be without 
the restriction of the resolution which was in- 
tended to restrain its scope to the limits of the 
Constitution, Lam fully persuaded that, as a mat- 
ter of policy, it assures no benefit to the Govern- 
ment or people to apologize for even a possible in- 
fraction of the Constitution, 

One of my worthy colleagues [Mr. Garrrerp] 
says on this subject that he would not break the 
Constitution at all, unless it should become neces- 
| sary to overleap its barriers to save the Govern- 

ment and the Union. I can assure my conserv- 
ative colleague that no such monstrous jump ts 
demanded of him. Such leaps would be dangerous 
to him, to the Government, and the Union—dan- 
gerous as was the fatal leap ofa historic man who 
dared to throw himself from the dizzy height of 
Niagara. lask, what benefit is ex pected to be de- 
rived to the Government from untying the uitra- 
_isms of the conscription bill, and playing fantas- 
| tic tricks with the Constitution? It is manifest 
| that the effect of that bill, unfettered, would be to 
put a large portion of the real estate of the south- 
ern States under the auctioneer’s hammer—for 
| such is the enactment of the bill—which mightand 
would be bought by the northern speculators at 
| such contemptible prices as might enrich the spec- 
ulators, but would bring but very little money into 
the Treasury of the United States. Yes, it would 
indeed be a splendid scheme for speculation. How 
many fortunes would be made by loyal purchas- 
ers out of such forfeited estates, no matter how 
much of poverty, starvation, and death it should 
| occasion; no matter how much of suffering may 
full to the lot of the innocent, disinherited child; 
no matter that the wail of the houseless and strick- 
en widow shall pierce the air as she wanders away 
with her homeless infant. ‘These terrible consid- 
erations cannot be permitted to disturb the suc- 
cess of the speculation. Such policy conferred 
by military power might perhaps drive the south- 
ern people from the face of the earth, extermina- 
ting them as Indian tribes have somctimes been 
exterminated; but who, in his heart, can wish for 
such a consummation? Desire for the success of 
the Administration should prevent it. Love of 
the Government and hope of a restoration of the 
Union should appeal against it, It is not what a 
majority of the people of the middle and western 
States desire. Their desire, in which many 
southern people concur, is to have the seceded 
States restored to the Union; to have reinstated 
over southern people and southern soil the su- 
premacy and the protection of the Government 
of the United States. 

For this great and patriotic object the bravest 
and the most enlightened of our soldiers have vol- 
| untarily imperiled their lives upon the battle-field. 

W ho believes that these patriotic men would have 

voluntarily incurred all the dangers and hardships 
ofa most sanguinary war, facing the certain death 
of so many thousands of their numbers, for the 
ignoble purpose of destroying a large portion of 
their own fair country ? No, they volunteered by 
| thousands from the political party to which | be 
| long, and | gave my voice heartily by way of in- 
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ducement, their only obj ct being to execute by 
their united strength trusted and repeated pledges 
made from the highest places of authority, that 
their patriotism and sacrifices should inure to the 
desired end of a restored Union, when, without 
revolution or change of system, the old benign 
Government should sway again the Northand the 
South. It would be a thousand times more ad- 
vantageous to our cause to rigidly perform this 


pledge than to confiscate all the property of the | 


seceded States. 

If the foregoing suggestions are notall germane 
to the subject which should alone have been under 
discussion, that being merely a constitutional 
question, my apology can be found only in the 
fact that I have kept within the field ope ned by 
the gentlemen who support the other side of the 
que stion, 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Hickey, 
their Chief Cle Ke notified the House that the Sen- 
ate had passed joint resolutions and a bill of the 
following titles; in which he was directed to ask 
the concurrence of the House, namely: 

Joint resolution (S. No. 18) in relation to the 
public prinung; 


Joint resolution (S. No. 2) expressive of the | 


thanks of Congress to Major General Joseph 
Hooker, Major General George G. Meade, and 
Major Gen ral Oliver O. Howard, and the officers 
and soldiers of the army of the Potomac; 


Joint resolution (S. No. 5) of thanks to Major | 
General Ambrose E. Burnside, and the officers 


and men who fought under his command; 

Joint resolution (S. No. 14) presenting the 
thanks of Congress to Cornelius Vanderbilt for a 
gift of the steamer Vanderbilt; and 

An bill (S. No. 36) toamendan actentitled * An 
act for enrolling and calling out the national forces, 
and for other pur poses,’’ approved March 8 1863. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. STEVENS, by unanimous consent, from 


the Committee of Ways and Means, reported a | 


bill making appropriations for the naval service 
for the year ending June 30, 1865; which was read 
a first and second time by its title, referred to the 
Committee ofthe Whole on the state ofthe Union, 
ordered to be printed, and made the special order 
forthe day after to-morrow after the morning hour. 
CONFISCATED PROPERTY-—AGAIN. 

The House resumed the consideration of the 
joint resolution reported from the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. 


Mr. Speaker, the subject | 


before the House, uninteresting as a matter of de- | 


bate, is already a good deal hackneyed. 


Having | 


assented in the committee to this report, it may | 


not be amiss for me to state, with such clearness 
and brevity as 1 can command, the grounds on 
which my assent was given. 

It was suggested by the gentleman from New 


York, (Mr. Kernan,] who spoke early in this | 


debate, that while he doubted the constitutional 
authority of Congress to confiscate absolutely the 
real estate of traitors, even if he were convinced 
of that authority he should doubt the wisdom ot 
such a public policy. [submit to that gentleman, 
and to those who sympathize with him upon this 
pot, thatif it beclearly shown that such a power 
exists, then it was granted by the framers of the 
Constitution for some purpose, anticipating or 
apprehending an exigency in the fortunes of the 
country when it might be expedient and proper 
to put that power in full force. 


Now, if that power exists in the Constitution, | 
I ask the gentleman from New York whether he | 


expects that the men who framed the Constitu- 
tion could have anticipated any condition of pub- 
lic affairs in which the exigency would be more 
urgent than that which exists at the present time? 


It is well enough for nations to be merciful, but | 


justice is a higher attribute than mercy. Now, 
if the powerexists, | submit that the exigency for 
its extreme exercise exists also. 


Itis a very dif- | 


ferent thing to men engaged in this treason whether | 


they hold their lands by authority of law or 
whether they hold them at the pleasure and by the 
favor of the Government against which they have 
rebelled. In this condition of things I hold it to 
be the duty of the country and Government to 
seek for a true interpretation of the Constitution, 
to ascertain as exactly as possible the limits of 
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congressional authority, and march boldly-in the 
organization of a system of justice »> und pen rlties 
to the very limits of that authority, wherever they 
may be found; and then let the amnesty come, so 
that we can distinguish between great offenders 
who, of their own motion and against the Con- 
stitution, in violation of the rights not only of 
their country but of all mankind, not only of this 
age but of all coming ages, rebelled against the 
Government, and those who have been duped, 
misled, seduced from their public duty. On these 
we will have compassion; and gentlemen on the 


other side willcome to understand that the major- | 


ity here and in the country will execute justice 
and remember mercy also. 

I am not sure, sir, that there is any material 
difference between the report of the committee 
and the amendment proposed by the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means in the effect 
to be produeed on such rebels as may be made 
statute of July 17, 1862. Tun- 
derstand the jomet resolution now before the House 
to be of such a character that if adopt dit will 
be the duty of the courts of the country to ad- 
minister the penalties prescribed in the law to the 
full limits of constitutional authority. If by re- 
pealing the joint resolution of July 17, 1862,and 
putting into operation the law unrestricted, or if 
by enacting another and more stringent statute 
we transcend the Constitution, it will be the duty 
of the courts to limit the statute within constitu- 
tional authority. ‘Therefore, practically, [do not 


| : 
amenable to the 


see that there isadifference between the jointres- | 


olution and the amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Stevens. } 

Mr. STEVENS. ‘The resolution of the com- 
mittee restricts all the forfeitures under the confis- 
cation act to what they are already in the case of 
attainder for treason in the Constitution. Now, 
the act itself has no reference to the section of the 


Constitution referred to; but there are confisca- || 
tions outside of that entirely, not for treason, but | 


as the property of alien enemi¢s. Therefore the 
resolution of the committee confines the operation 
of the act of 1862 much more than the original 
resolution did. Ifthe gentleman will modify the 
resolution so as to make it read that the act of 
1862 shall produce no forfeiture beyond the limits 
of the Constitution, | am content. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I understand that to be 
the object of the joint resolution. 
by way of answer to the first suggestion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, that when I find 
in the Constitution, as in that part relating to 
treason, distinctand definite authority given to the 
Government in the way of punishment, we can- 


not look to any other provision of the Constitu- | 


tion, or to any general principle for the purpose 
of getting authority to inflict other and different 
penalties. ‘The authority is to be found in that 
provision of the Constitution or it is not to be 
found anywhere. 

Something has been said in the course of this 


debate in regard to the act of July, 1862, and | 


something is found in the President’s message 


touching the authority of Government to proceed | 


in rem, as itis called, under the fifth section of this 


| act, the allegation being that such proceedings are 


not by due process of law as required by the Con- 
stitution. An analogy has been drawn in some 


quarters from the authority of the Governmentin 


prizecourts. Itdoes not follow, necessarily, that 
because the Government may proceed in rem 
against enemies’ property found on the ocean it 
may therefore proceed against other property 


found in other and different positions. The prin- | 


ciple, as I understand, of the Jaw on which pro- 
ceedings in remare justified in prize cases is this: 
enemies’ property being found in transitu on the 


ocean, a presumption is at once created thateither | 
that property or the proceeds of it in one way or || 
other are to inure to the benefit of the public enemy, | 


and no inquiry can be instituted in court as to 


| whether the particular owner is an enemy ora 


friend. 


ant of the territory against the people of which 
we are waging war. Apply the principle to the au- 
thority given to the President under the fifth sec- 
tion of this act to seize the property of certain 
individuals, 

Property on land is not subject to seizure or 


confiscation, because there is no presumption ex- 


isting generally that it is to be used for the benefit 


3ut I will say, | 


Itis sufficient that he is de facto under the | 
jurisdiction of the belligerent, that he is an inhabit- | 






of theenemy. It may be taken for the nece: 
of the Army, bat it cannot be proceeded against 
in rem as property taken upon the sea may be. 

It is necessary, when we propose a new meas- 
ure, to find authority in one of two conditions of 
things—either in a principle not heretofore estaly. 
lished, or else ina principle heretofore recognized 
but not extended in its application so as to sys. 
tain the proposed measure. 

I submit to the House, as justifying the seiz. 
ures provided for in the fifth section of the act of 
July 17, 1862, that while the condition of +) 
property belonging to rebels does not create typ 
presumption in and of itself that itis to be used 
In support of the rebellion, still the law itself ye. 
| quires proof equivalent to the evidence on which 
| presumption is tobe based in the case of enemies? 
property being taken on the ocean. By the fifth 
and sixth sections of the act, the Goverament js 
to show that the owner of this rebel property is 
an officer in the army or navy, or in the civil ser 
vice, of rebels in arms against the Government 
of the United States, , 

And when we have established that fact, is it not 
equal to the presumption thatarises when enemies? 
property is taken in transitu on the water? Upon 
such proof itis a fair presumption that the prop- 
erty belonging to a rebel officer in arms against 
the United States is either designed of itself to be 
for the benefit of the rebels, or else that it is to be 
converted into other property which is to inure to 
the benefitof the rebellion. Therefore it follows 
that the same principles which justify proceedings 
in rem in prize cases justify proceedings in rem 
against the various persons specified in the fifth 
section of the act of July 17, 1862. And there- 
fore I feel satisfied, for one, that by this reference 
to the matter the difficulty is substantially cleared 
of doubt. 

I come next—for I do not mean to occupy the 
attention of the House a great while—to the par- 
ticular authority granted by the Constitution for 
|| doing what we propose shail be done; and | com- 
| mend to the gentlemen on the other side of the 

House a reflection which must be common to us 
all who have had some experience in public or in 
professional life. The authority of a statute or 
the scope of a constitutional provision can never 
be fairly considered or discussed, as a measure, 
until there is an actual case arising, and nothing 
is more common than for the courts of the various 
|| States, whenever a call is made on them for an 
opinion on a matter in reference to which no cass 
has actuatly arisen—and such calls are occasion- 
ally made by the executive or legislative branches 
| of State covernments—either to decline to give ar 
opinion, or, if an opinion is given, to submit it 
with the distinct understanding that the court Is 
not bound by it. It is only when a case is before 
acourt and arguments are submitted that a tru 
construction can be attained. 
| I did not agree at all with the gentleman whio 
last addressed the House [Mr. Butss] as to the 
effect of Mr. Madison’s commentary upon this 
| provision of the Constitution. That, however, I 
shall have occasion to consider hereafter. | 

One word in regard to Judge Story’s authority. 
I dare say, from the nature of the language used by 
|| him in his Commentaries, that he understood this 
|| provision of the Constitution as interpreted by 
gentlemen on the other side of the House. 
| IL would not disparage Judge Story as a lawyer, 
| but asa great man, as a man of capacious and 
|| grasping intellect, he must be placed in the secoue 
_ class of the great men which this country has pro- 

duced. He had no ease before him. He has 


Sitles 


| —_— followed English law. What he has writ- 


»n down in his Commentaries is a reproduction 0! 
‘| what he has read in the English books. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate was received by M: 
| Hickey, their Chief Clerk, notifying the Hous 
that the Senate have passed bills of the following 
titles; in which he was directed to ask the coucur- 
rence of the House: 
|| A bill (S. No. 34) in favor of the legal repre 

sentatives of Israel C. Wait; and 


A bill (S. No. 49) relating to the admission 0 


s- 


patients to the hospital for the insane in the 
trict of Columbia. 


° . ft 
The House then resumed the consideration 0 
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language of Mr. Madison. Our fathers, when they 
framed the Constitution, intended manifestly to 
euard against two things: first, the forfeiture of 
estates by proceedings instituted subsequently to 
the death of the offender; and secondly, the at- 
tainting or corruption of blood by which the heirs 
of the offender should become incapable either to 
enjoy the estates which had not been forfeited or 
which might descend to them from the progeni- 
tors of the offender, and subsequently to his death. 
The Constitution has sufficiently guarded Con- 
gress upon these two points, and the language of 
Mr. Madison relates to these limitations upon the 
vowers of Congress. 

| call attention to avery singular circumstance 
in connection with this provision of the Consti- 
tution. I find in examining it as printed in 
the Manual that it is without punctuation after 
blood’? and after “ forfeiture.’’ In the copy of 
the Constitution prefixed to the statutes as printed 
by Little & Brown, there is a comma after 
‘blood’? and another after ** forfeiture.’? These 
circumstances led me to look at the original instru- 
ment in the office of the Secretary of State, and I 
find that there is a comma after ‘*blood’’ but 
none after **forfeiture.”? The Secretary of State 
was so thoroughly convinced that such was the 
reading of the Constitution that I have an official 
certificate from him to that effect. It will be said 
very likely that punctuation is never regarded in 
the construction of statut®s. That is the legal dec- 
laration; but | never knew a person so entirely 
insensible to the influence of facts that he could 


happened that when they went to the statute of 
William IIL for the exact lancuage used in statine 
the evidence necessary to aconviction fortreason, 
they should have used language which rendered 
their meaning uncertain? Ata later time during 
the reign of Elizabeth it was provided by statute 
that persons convicted of treason should forfeit | 
all their goods and chattels, and the use of thelr 
lands, tenements, and hereditaments during their 
natural livesonly, This statute remained in force 
until about the ume of the union of Scotland and 
England. 

When we consider that the men who framed 
the Constitution had this language before them, 
that they extracted a certain portion of the Con- 
stitution from the statute of William III, is it to be 
presumed that they should have neglected to make 
this point clear if they had such a purpose as is 
contended for by the gentlemen on the other side 
of the House? So far from theirhaving any such 
purpose on their part, [ think it the plainer, more 
natural,and inevitable construction of ihe Consti- 
tution that the contrary is the case. | believe that 
gentlemen will see as they go on in this debate, 
or in their practical experience of the operation 
of the law, that itis a reflection upon the judg- 
ment of our ancestors to maintain that they in- 
tended to do that which gentlemen on the other 
side of the House say they have done. Weare 


| to look upon this question as a question of public 


discuss and consider and decide upon a statute re- || 


gardless of punctuation. In such an instrument 


as the Constitution, framed with care, and signed | 


by men who were responsible for it to the coun- | 


try and to future ages, itis to be presumed that 
everything, even to the punctuation, was deemed 
a matter of importance. Punctuation,even ina 


statute hastily and loosely drawn, decides its in- | 


terpretation whenever the language is equivocal 
or ambiguous. 

It is worthy of observation that that portion of 
the Constitution which sets forth the evidence 
necessary to convict of treason is drawn notonly 
literally butexactly from an English statute passed 
in the seventh year of William III, showing that 
our ancestors were familiar with English law on 
this subject. But we need notevena single piece 
of testimony on this point, for we know very well 
that they were versed in the Englishi la® and in 
everything relating to the feudal system as no 
other body of men ever were in Great Britain or 
ii this country. 

I think it not out of place to refer to a work not 
much known and hardly ever read. 
correspondence between the provincial House of 
Representatives of Massachusetts and the pro- 


vincial Governors of Massachusetts from 1765 to | 


1774, in which the whole feudal system is dis- 
cussed with clearness, power, and precision such 
as is exhibited in no other work | have ever seen. 
It relieves our revolutionary contest from that 
historic fable that we instituted a war for inde- 
pendence upon the subordinate issue of a tax of 
threepence a pound upon tea. Our ancestors, in 
their legal and solid and responsible arguments, 
never put the contest upon that basis. It might 
have been a ground of appeal to the people, but 
through the feudal system they traced our rights 
to the king, and maintained with great clearness 
that they were no more amenable to the Parlia- 
ment of Great Britain than the Parliament of 
Great Britain was to the Legislatures of the sev- 
eral colonies in this country. They maintained 
that the people of the colonies and the people of 
Great Britain were independent of each other. 
The argument of this correspondence throws light 
upon one of the allegations in the Declaration of 
Independence. 

The colonists rebelled against George III not 
because he was not the legitimate king, but be- 
cause he combined with the Parliament to deprive 
the people of this country of their liberties. Now, 
then, our ancestors knew well the legal history of 
Great Britain in reference to treason and forfeit- 
ure. Blackstone refers us to a provision of stat- 
utes against treason passed in the reign of Eliza- 

eth, and he uses this phrase in regard to the 
forfeiture as limiting the power of the courts: 


‘* Save only for the life of the offender.”” If our | centuriesago “ except’’ had fora synonym ‘ un- 


ancestors intended that forfeiture should be onl 


Ll refer to the | 


for the life of the offender in all cases, how has it | 


| fender is simply an absurdity. 


| one object they had in view—*‘ or forfeiture of | 


policy to a certain extent. 

Suppose a man is convicted of treason, and is 
proceeded against as gentlemen on the other side 
of the House allege. The offenderis to be executed 
inforty days. You forfeit his life estate in his land. 
He has a remainder which he ean sell toa brother 
traitor not yetconvicted, and perhaps not yet sus- 
pected, and his property then converted into money 
is serviceable to the rebellion. Was it not the 
intention of the framers of the Constitution that 
forfeiture of estate should not only deprive the 
offender of his life, and thereby be a penalty upon 
him, but did they notthink also that the cause with 
which he was identified should be deprived to that 
extent of the means of support? Gentlemen con- 
strue the Constitution in such a manner that when 
we have forfeited the estate during his life, that the 
offender may then put the remainderinto money, 
which, in such a case, would be the chief value 
of the estate, and turn it into the treasury of the 
rebels. : 

I have said that by the Constitution our fathers 
intended to do two things; and a true interpreta- 
tion of this clause, according to the punctuation, 
shows that their ends were accomplished. Con- 
gress has power to declare the punishment of trea- 
son, but no attainder of treason can work corrup- 
tion of blood. Here are two propositions. Con- 
gress has power to declare the punishment of trea- 
son; that is, the full, supreme, unlimited power, 
except as it may be controlled by the two clauses | 
following: ** Butno attainder of treason shall work | 
corruption of blood.’? That is an absolute pro- 
hibition upon the power exercised by the British 
Patliament to work corruption of blood through 
attainder of treason. Ifthe construction contend- 
ed for by gentlemen upon the other side of the 
House prevails, | do not see why the Constitu- 


| tlon must not be read to this effect: ** that no at- 


tainder of treason shall work corruption of blood 


| except during the life of the person attainted.”’ 


Gut who does not see the absurdity of this work- 


ing a corruption of blood during the life of the | 


person atiainted? Under the Constitution we can 
do to the person convicted all those things which 


| by the corruption of blood could have been worked 


by the common law of England. We can make 
him an outlaw, and therefore to say that we have 
authority, under the Constitution, to work cor- 
ruption of blood during the lifetime of the of- 
It does not give 
us any power which we could not exercise with- 
out that provision. ‘* But no attainder of treason 
shall work corruption of blood?’—thus securing 


estate during the life of the person attainted.’’ 
I do not feel any apprehension as to what the 
judgment of the House may be upon the meaning 


| of the word ‘‘except,’’ whether it is regarded as 


| the equivalent of ** unless’”’ or not. 


gut I think 
it clear, from a reference already made, that two 
33 


less. The gentleman from Ohio remarked that 


THE CONG RESSIONAL GLOBE. 


‘ > 

267 
did not mean “except,” but 
ethine els The judge, Lapprehend, 
He said that ** unless’? was 
the synonym of ‘“except,” and that our fath- 
ers often used the word “except”? where ‘unless’”’ 
might be used by us. One quotation has been 
made which | commend to gentlemen on the other 
side, in connection with this bill, and also with 
the peculiar sympathy which they seem to show 
to their deluded brethren of the South—I do not 
know as they regard it as authority—** Except 
ye repent ye shall all likewise perish.”’ Laughter. | 

But I accept ** except” just exactly as they de- 
sire to have it understood in the Constitution. 
Gentlemen in this House and elsewhere have made 
a distinction which nowhere exists in the Con- 
stitution. ‘The word * forfeiture’ has nota par 
ticular reference to real estate, more than to goods 
and chattels. ** Forfeiture!’’ Forfeiture of what? 
Of that which men possess. Gentlemen say, * Life 
estate is real estate.’? And here again we see how 
we have been misled by British institutions. Be- 
fore this Constitution was framed, entail and pri- 
mogeniture were comparatively unknown in this 
country. It is possible there were a few entailed 
estates in some of the States of the Union, or es 
tates entailed for a limited period of time. Now, 
knowing as we do that our fathers were opposed 
to the whole system of entail and primogeniture, 
is it to be supposed they intended, when they 
were attempting to fix the pains and penalties to 
the crime of treason, to introduce this doctrine of 
entail and separate estates, of fee-tail and remain- 
der? 

They intended, when they said * forfeiture,” 
that the party convicted should be deprived of ex- 
actly that which he possessed, neither more nor 
less. Where the estate ts a life estate, it forfeits 
the life estate; and where the estate is in fee the for- 
feiture mustapply tothe whole estate. ‘The laws 
of the States generally do not recognize any such 
estate as a life estate except in particular cases. 

Now, here is a great question—one which may 
possibly be satisfactorily answered, but how, Ido 
notsee. All the laws relating to the tenure of 
estates are framed by the Se VC ral 9 and Bi) 
most of the States there is no separate estat 
knownas a life estate. Whoeverowns the fee has 
the whole estate. Now what, upon the construc- 
tion claimed by gentlemen upon the other side, 
is to be the effect? Can Congress create an estate 
in certain States in this Union which by the laws 
of such States does not exist? 

| hold, as a matter of constitutional law, that 


Congress has no power to create a life estate in 


said that ‘*except’ 
meant son 
said no such thing. 


States 


Massachusetts even for the purpose of wresting 
it from a traitor, if there be one there. The Con- 
gress of the United States and the laws of the 
United States in reference to the forfeiture of the 
property of criminals must take that property just 
exactly as itis declared and defined by the law 
of the State. Mr. Clay said in 1839, upon an- 
otherand very different matter, that ** thatis prop- 
erty which the law recognizes as property.’? We 
have no such property recognized by the laws of 
the State, except in particular cases, as life estate, 
If then you find a traitor in Massachusetts, if you 
arraign and convict him and inflict a penalty upon 
him, you must forfeit his property, whether lauds 
or chattels, exactly as it existsunder the laws of 
the State. You cannot create a life estate and 
forfeit it and give the remainder to somebody else 
Upon all these facts, Mr. 5} exaker, L can come 
but to this conclusion, that the framers of th« 
Constitution intended to guard against two evils 
in the British system: first, the forfeiture of the es- 
tate by proceedings instituted after the death of the 
offender; and secondly, to prevent corruption of 
blood soas todisable the heirs of an offender from 
inheriting through his blood. The construction 
I have given to the Constitution secures those two 
objects, and it must be observed that it gives full 
force and effect to every word in the instrument 
relating to treason; and when we have found a 
satisfactory use for every word in a legal instru 
ment it is unnecessary to look beyond, and es 
pecially when we find that the interpretation 


consistent with the general policy and ideas of 
the country. I have, then, no hesitation, for one, in 
sustaining a measure, be it this joint resolution «1 
any other, which shall provide for the forfeiture of 
the estates of persons convicted of treason, whether 
those estates be in goods and chattels, or lands 


| the judge of the eastern district of Virginia had || held by fee-simple title, or in land in which the 
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offender has a life estate. If he has a life estate 
merely, he forfeits that; if he owns the fee simple, ° 
he forfeits the fee; if he owns goods and chattels, 
he forfeits his goods and chattels. We thus in- 
wry and just punishment to the of- 


fender, and take security that his property will | 
not by some indirection be used in behalf of the 
revel 


Mr. SWEAT obtained the floor. 


INTERNAL REVENUE BILL. 

Mr. STEVENS. ‘The morning hour having 
expired, | move t*e* the rules be suspended, and 
the House resoly. self into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended, and the House ac- 
cordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 


shall be made just and permanent. I am told by 
those who are well informed on this subject that 
the class of persons who are to be affected by this 
law have marched up to the payment of their rev- 
enue taxes liberally and patriotically, and have 
Hot attempted to dedge or evade the provisions of 
the law; and L insist that they shall be dealt with 
gustly and honorably. | understand that they do 
notcare at what point you fix it, so only that you 
make itpermanent. It1s the fickle and ever-chang- 
ing legislation that works harshly tothem, lL ask 
therefore that, as the Committee of Ways and 








Means intend ultimately to carry up this tax to a | 


dollar, it be now placed at that sum. Then the 
law will be permanent, and there will be no en- 
couragement to speculation, no buying up of this 


| article and then agitating for an increase of the 


W hole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Cox inthe | 


chair,) and resumed the consideration of the spe- 
cial order, being bill of the House No, 122, to 
increase the internal revenue, and for other pur- 
OSCR, 

TheCHAIRMAN stated thatat the last session 
of the committee the bill was read over,and amend- 
ments were offered by the Committee of Ways 
and Means, with the understanding that it should 
again be read over for general amendments. 

‘The Clerk read the first section of the bill. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Mr. Chairman, | move to 


} and that the war was but temporary. 


amend the section by striking out * sixty cents”? | 
in the tenth line, and inserting ** one dollar;’’ so | 


that it will read: 

That from and after the passage of this act, in lieu of the 
duty provided for in section forty-one of an act entitled 
An act to support the Government, and to pay interest on 
the public debt,” approved July 1, 1862,and in addition to 
duties payable for licenses, there shall be levied, collected, 
and paid on all spirits that may be distilled and sold, or re 
moved for consumption and sale, of first proof, the duly of 
one dollar on cach and every gallon. 

Mr. Chairman, | offer this amendment because 
itseems to me to be due to those who are engaged 
in the manufacture of the article under consider- 
ation that the tax upon it should be permanent, 
and that they should not be subjected to this ca- 
ricious legislation. I suppose the Committce of 

Vaysand Means contemplate gradually carrying 
this tax up toa dollar on the gallon, and that be- 
ing the case, which | assume, | insist that it ought 
to be placed there at once, and become permanent 
at that point, or at some point, so that those who 
engage tn the manufacture of this article may un- 
derstand the liability to which they are exposed 
in its manufacture. I take it that one of the very 
worst things for any interest is this capricious and 
ever-varying legislation. We have already im- 
posed a tax of twenty cents a gallon. We now 
propose to put it at sixty cents, and by and by it 
will be put up to eighty cents, and then to one dol- 
lar; and all this inures, not to the benefit of the 
Government nor to the benefit of the manufac- 
turer, but to the benefit of those who buy up the 
article, keep iton hand, and then agitate for an 
advance in the tax. 

Now, Mr, Chairman, I call your attention and 
that of the House, as we are all familiar with 
Scripture, or ought to be, and hence | will assume 
the fact, to the case of a certain individual who in 
ancient times hired his son-in-law, and kept con- 
stantly changing his wages, changing them, I be- 
lieve, some fourteen times. At first the young 
man was to have the increase of the flocks marked 
so and so; but as soon as his father-in-law found 
that he was growing rich under one arrangement, 
he immediately changed it and made another. 

What is wanted, above all things, is that legisla- 
tion shall be permanent, and not fickle and ever- 
changing. I therefore insist that we should now 
place the tax on distilled liquors at some point 
where it will remain permanently, and not be 
chungeable at the will and caprice of those men 
who buy up this article in large quantities after it 
has passed from the hands of the distiller, and 
then commence agitating for an ad vance in the tax. 
It was first twenty cents; itis now proposed to be 
made sixty cents; by and by it will be carried up 
to eighty cents, and then it will goto adollar. It 
should be fixed so that those who invest their capi- 
tal in the manufacture of this article may know 
how to govern themselves. You will recollect 
that that old curmudgeon-like father-in-law of Ja- 
cob changed his wages fourteen times. 

A Memsper. And yet Jacob grew rich. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Yes; he grew rich because | 
the Lord prospered him. I propose that the tax | 


tax, not that it may accrue to the benefit of the 
country or of the Government, but to the benefit 
of speculators. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Mr. Chairman, the 
gentleman from Ilinois proposesto increase the tax 
on distilled spirits from sixty cents to one dollar 


per gallon; and he has advanced, as an argument | 
| or reason in favor of his proposition, that this tax || 
| should be permanent. Sir, | had supposed that the 


necessity for the excise law grew out of the war, 
I had not 
been prepared for an argument of that character, 
which presumes that the war is to be a permanent 
one; for 1 assume that when the necessity for 


| these large expenditures of public money shall 


cease, by the restoration of peace and harmony 
in this country, then the excise law will be re- 


_pealed, and the ordinary revenue of the Govern- 











| that this war is to have no end. 
'to say, Mr. Chairman, that I think that if certain 


ment from imports will be considered suflicient 
to defray the ordinary expenses of the Govern- 
ment. But, sir, it appears that we are now to legis- 
late for all future time based on the supposition 
I am very free 


measures of legislation before the two Houses of 
Congress are carried out, and if the policy of this 
national Administration is carried out, gentlemen 
might as well commence to legislate for a very 


long war; because if the rebel government itself | 


had control of the action of the Federal Admin- 


its own cause than we are doing. 
The gentleman from Illinois tells us that we want 
permanency in legislation. 


calamity of thiscountry, and always has been, that | 


our legislation and whole character have been 
unstable. 
necessary that the merchant shall understand 


Commerce requires stability. It is | 
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by the poorer ciass of the people, by the laboring 
men, who cannot afford to indulge in the more 
expensive wines and brandies. And, sir, in these 
times, when all articles of necessity are so dear, I 
cannot see the wisdom or propriety of stepping 
in here and placing so extraordinary a burden 
upon what has become an article of prime ne- 
cessity to the laboring classes of the country, 

Therefore, in my judgment, the Commitice of 
Ways and Means have gone to the extreme limit. 
nay, they have gone to an extraordinary limit, 
in this matter; a limit which, according to the 
estimated production of whisky for 1864, will 
produce an income of $36,000,000. The gentle- 
man from I\linois [Mr. Lovesoy] proposes to in- 
crease the rate of tax to an extent that, upon the 
estimated production, would give a revenue of 
$54,000,000. 

Now, sir, in my judgment that is an undue 


| proportion of the revenue to be raised from excise 


taxes to be imposed upon one single article, and 
that an article of necessity upon the part of the 
laboring classes of the country; and so regarding 
the tax which it is now proposed to be laid upon 
the article of spirits, I shall feel it to be my duty 
to vote against the proposition of the gentleman 
from Illinois. 


Mr. GRINNELL. I move to amend the 


/ amendment of the gentleman from Illinois, by in- 


creasing the tax to $1 20 per gallon. 

The proposition whrh I now submit increases 
the tax twenty cents a gallon beyond the rate pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Love- 
joy.| Now, sir, I am sincere in this amendment. 
I think it ought to prevail, and [ will not say that 
I think it ought to prevail upon the ground alone 
that we are to require a heavy tax for the purpose 
of carrying on this war; notatall. I have noth- 
ing to say to propitiate the whisky interest of this 
country, or the drinking interest of this country, 
I believe we owe it to ourselves to increase largely 
the tax upon this article which is vicious in its 
tendencies, : nd whichis unnecessary. If, as sug- 
gested by the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, men will have it, let them pay for it. 

1 am willing that my party, if I have a party 


| which is in the habit of drinking whisky, shall 
istration it could not, in my judgment, better aid || 


Well, sir, it is the || 


what is to be the action of the Government with || 


reference to the commodity in which he deals. It 
is the mutation, the continual changes, the fickle- 
ness in public and private affairs in this country, 
as contrasted by European Governments and 
European commercial regulations which, in my 
judgment, has retarded a progress that has al- 
ready been astounding. The gentleman from Illi- 
noissays he wants to have a tax ofa dollar per gal- 
lon placed on whisky; the only argument being 


| thatitshould be permanent. Sir, does any gentle- 


man conceive that the action of the last Congress or 
of this Congress is to be permanent? Does the 


| gentleman suppose that the confiscation bill, the | 


emancipation policy, and all of these odious and 
unconstitutional acts are to be permanent in this 
country ¢ 

No, sir, it is paying as poor a compliment to 
their patriotism as it is to their intelligence to sup- 
pose that these laws, or these policies, or this Ad- 


| ministration is to be permanent in its character. 


Sir, | am opposed to the proposition to increase 
this tax to one dollar. I am opposed to it for two 
reasons: in the first place because it creates an 


| unnecessary burden upon that portion of spirits 


which is used in the various articles of manufac- 


ture; and again, it increases improperly, in my 


judgment, the burden upon that portion of spirits | 


which is to be used for drinking consumption. 

Sir, the laboring portion of the community in 
this country must have its beverage. It is as 
much entitled to have its beverage as the aristo- 
cratic portion of the community is entitled to have 
its beverage. If one consumes the finer wines of 
Europe, the other consumes the domestic manu- 
factures of the country. I will not stop here to 
say which contributes most to the patriotism or 
to meet the necessities of the country. 


pay a tax of three or five dollars a gallon for it, if 
they will drink it as a beverage. 

I can conceive very readily how natural it is 
for the gentleman over the way [Mr. Fernanpo 
W oop }*o @ppose this high tax upon whisky. It 
may be true, as was asserted by an eminent 
subterranean Democrat of the city of New York, 
whose name I cannoi recall, it was so many years 
ago, that these corner groceries are the indispensa- 
ble nurseries of Democracy. [Laughter.} | donot 
stand here to dispute that assertion, I believe 


| that the corner groceries of our cities are nurseries 
| of Democracy; they are, at any rate, nurseries of 


acertain kind of Democracy, and I would like to 
see them swept from the face of the earth. 
Then, sir, will the raising of this tax reduce the 
consumption of whisky in the country? I believe 
it will reduce that consumption; I believe if you 
will levy a high tax upon whisky there will be a 
less consumption upon the part of the thousands 
and millions of the people of the country than is 
consumed now. This belief will govern my vote 


| upon this article, in respect to the taxes we are 
| to levy upon it, and apply to other articles which 


cannot be classed among those of absolute neces- 
sity. ‘The consumption will be less in proportion 
as the tax is greater, because men cannot spare 
the money to purchase if the cost is high. The 


| laboring people, who the gentleman from New 


York says drink whisky, do it because they can- 


| not procure the money to purchase brandy. ‘They 


have not the money to buy brandy, and therefore 
they do not consume brandy, but poisonous 
whisky. And thus, if the cost of whisky 1s 1- 
creased the consumption will be less. _ ‘ 
The gentleman says that with a tax of $259 
er gallon in Great Britain the consumption has 
increased. I do not think the tables so speak. 
think those best qualified to speak in Great Brita'n 
are of the opinion that if the tax upon alcoholic 


liquors was made less the consumption would be 


i} 


greater than it is at the present time. 

oT have a 
T'here is another reason why I wish to have! 

high tax upon whisky. In the midstof an 94 

cedentedly severe winter we find ourselves ner’- 


_ ing all the grain that can be furnished for the per 
Now, sir, whisky, as a beverage, is consumed || pose of feeding our stock and sup ply ing the Army. 
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If we stimulate the production of whisky we will | 
not have corn enough left for the feeding of the 
stock in the western States. IT would rather that | 
the corn and rye should be used for stock than for 
the production of whisky, and the people, [ am | 
sure, would rather gain than sufferthereby. We 
are informed now that there is a deficiency in the 
supply of the one article of corn of more than one 
hundred million bushels. What should we do 
as wise men, then, but reduce as far as possible 
the production of whisky? If 1 had the power I 
would issue an order to prevent altogether distil- 
lation for drinking purposes. I would vote with 
any man that during this war not one bushel of 
corn or rye should be used for the manufacture of 
whisky. There should be no more of that com- 
mon, miserable stuff which has agjfame in my 
country that I will not repeat; there Should be no 
more of that dreadful poison which is damaging 
so many of our soldiers and officers, and I may 
say damning their souls. It shoyld not lead to 
disasters in the future of which it is alleged to 
have been the cause in the past. [t has been at- | 
tributed to General Meade that he would have | 
achieved a victory in the last campaign if it had | 
not been for the drunkenness of one of his corps | 
commanders. It has been stated in the public 
prints that when a corps commander was or- 
dered to move he was too drunk to understand, 
or that he was too much incapacitated to execute 
the order by reason of drankehness, The fact 
has gone to the country. I think, therefore, that 
it would render the public service essential aid if 
the production of whisky was reduced or stopped 
altogether. 

Mr. KELLEY. It seems to me that justice to 
avery worthy officer renders it proper for me 
to say that the fact which the gentleman indorses 
is no fact at all. The whole story is denied, and 
thecharacter of General French, the officer alluded 
to, has been fully vindicated. 

Mr.GRINNELL. I thank the gentleman for 
his interruption. I wish to do injustice to no one. 
[did not mention any name. If itbe nottrue as 1 
have stated, it still does not militate against the 
position which [ assume, that whisky has been of 
greatinjury totheservice. It has beenstated that | 
high officers of the military department have been 
incapacitated from duty because of drunkenness. 
I cannot only call the name of one, but of many 
who have informed me that such is the fact. 
This evil, then, is one which affects both officers 
and soldiers; and | would raise the tax upon 
whisky, and of course the price, so high that it 
could not be brought within the reach of the sol- 
diers. The Government should supply their real 
wanits. 

Yes, Mr. Chairman, I am really in earnest in 
this matter. 1 would not care if the constituents 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Fernanpo 
Woop] never obtained another drink of whisky. 
{Laughter.] If that were to be the case, I think 
that we would soon have a political reformation 
in his district. [Laughter.] I would have his 
constituents, when they stretch their necks for a 
drink to-night, stretch them long, knowing that 
it would be their last villainous drink. It is true 
that a gentleman must make an argument for his | 
own constituents, and that the gentleman from 
New York takes care of his. But I have no such 
friends to propitiate. 1 know that it was said 
liquor was poured out by the barrel against me in 
my district during the lastelection. Thank God, 
| have no desire to belong to a party that cannot 
come into power except upon a whisky barrel. 
{Laughter.] I believe that when whisky is abol- 
ished morals will flourish. I do not know what 
will become of the gentleman’s party when whisky 
has beendone away with, and I do not care. 

If the war is to continue we must have reve- 
nue; we must have high excise duties, and a high 
tariff. The gentleman said that if the rebels had 
control of the Government they would not ask us 
to do more than we are now doing. There is dif- 
ference of opinion about that. I say, without dis- 
respect to the gentleman, that the verdict of the 
country is against him and with us. We havea 
President who has inaugurated a policy that alike 
promises freedom to the land and to putdown the 
rebels in the dust where they ought to go. The | 
people have answered the cavils of the gentleman 
and his party. 

¢ does not suppose that confiscation will bring 
the war toaclose. I think that it will, with glori- 








——— 





| ous fighting. JT would have, too, the reduction 
| of the manufacture and of the consumption of 


Ifthey will get drunk, let them not call upon me 
to lie down with them in the ditch. Itis an old 
adage that those who lie down with dogs will rise 
up with fleas. (Laughter.] We do not propose to 
have whisky to carry an election. We can do 


and our glorious soldiers. We carried the elec- 
tion in lowa, where the gentleman from New 


thirty-two thousand majority; he, unfortunately, 
having gone into the wrong pew. [Laughter.] 
So much for that. 


will be increased to $1 20 per gallon. If it be ob- 
jected that there will be smuggling, | would ap- 
| point other custom-house officers, and have them 
stationed every mile on the northern border, in 
order to keep out the whisky, and to secure sober 
Officers and soldiers. 
the consumption of that miserable whisky that 
is so much used for the purpose of making modern 
Democrats on election and other days. 

Mr. CHANLER. Looking at this asa matter 
| of revenue, I congratulate the gentleman who has 
| taken his seat, who, for the purpose of supporting 


the consumption of this article. 
increase the tax and to prevent the people from 
drinking spirituous liquors. A most wonderful 
Solomon in his day and generation! The gentle- 
man wishes a sober army—probably he alludes 
to Chancellorsville. He leaves the officers out, and 
alludes to the privates. 
our generals has been the curse of this country. 
3ut the spirit which actuated the gentleman is not 
of the wine-press. He is not drunk with spirit, 
but with blood. 


was a necessity of life. The chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means asserted, in reply 


shall pay for it.””.» Who pays for it? The men 


whose weary toil by day and night supports the 
fabric of the nation. Never, since man has la- 
bored, has he been able to sustain human toil 
from the rising to the setting sun without the use 


that grows, and on the vine which shades its grate- 
body and the agony of his spirit. 


minister to the mind diseased by an argument 
such as yours? Can youstimulate him to noble 





deeds while you refuse him what you have ad- | 
In other || 


mitted as a necessity in his daily life? 
words, until you become temperate in argument, 
it little becomes you to criticise intemperance in 
daily life. 

You have pointed with scorn at the corner gro- 
ceries. Sir, 1do not know in this country of any 


born air, comes. 
culiar to himself, and while he chooses to be per- 
sonal with those who live on corners, perhaps he 


the style and color of his cravat. 

Mr. GRINNELL. I will take off my cravat 
if it offends the gentleman. 

Mr. CHANLER. Ifyouare prejudiced against 
one man’s taste, why may they not be prejudiced 
against yours, if itisa mere matter of taste? The 
language of the gentleman in assailing those with 
whom he never associated is, according to all 
principles of human logic, intemperate if not un- 
| just. If he ever meta gentleman in the corner 
groceries of my district he would learn good man- 
ners; certainly he would learn not to abuse absent 
men. If he did, he would go home a wiser if not 
a well punished man. 

But this is wandering from thesubject. [would 
like to call the attention of the House to a nobler 
anda highertheme. It is this: that there stalks 
through every great city the gaunt wolfof hunger 
and distress, and this spirit of undue taxation is 





. 


I hope sincerely, Mr. Chairman, that the tax | 


And | woutd put a stop to | 


the Administration to which he belongs, proposes | 
| to increase the tax and to deprive the people of 
He proposes to | 


Sir, the intoxication of 


Fanaticism can easily divine an | 
argument which deprivesa poor man of the neces- | 
sities of life, and which the gentleman admitted | 


to my colleague from New York the other day— | 
and itis the principle upon which this Adminis- | 
tration advances the tax upon spirituous liquors || 
—that ‘*the poor devils wilt drink it, and they | 


of that which God himself provided on the tree | 


ful juice, to stimulate him in his labor, in the dis- | 
charge of his duty, to relieve the sufferings of his | 


Can you aid- | 


aristocratic corner, unless it be in that section 
whence the honorable gentleman, with his high- | 
The gentleman has @ style pe- | 
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whisky. If men will drink, make them pay for it. | 


without it. All that we want is God and the flag | 


York [Mr. Woop] did not choose to fill his ap- || 
pointments, against the hero of Fort Donelson by 





| England? 


|| him to the loss of his country. 
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the spirit of tyranny. I speak now not for the 
corner grocery, but for every poor distressed creat- 
ure whom necessity, with eruel band, has driven 
into the fortifications of civilized life—the cities. 
I speak for Philadelphia, founded by the philan- 
thropy of Penn: J speak for Boston, the seat of 
Attic wit; | speak for St. Louis, the nursery of the 
civilization of the West: | speak for Cincinnati, 
and for every city west, southeast, and south. | 
say that while you sit here and legislate with un- 
due severity in reference to those articles which 
the chairman of the Ways and Means admitted, 
and which the eloquent gentleman of the red era- 
vat (Mr. Grinnect] also admitted, the people 
musthave, and when you force them to pay @ bur 
densome taxation for what you know they must 
have, you are calling up from the depths of life 
in the cities a resistance to your Government, 
which, if your memory travels back to 1775, you 
will find has written its record from Lexington to 
Utah. Undue taxationis tyranny. Though Dr. 
Johnson may have written pamphlets to show 
that taxationts no tyranny, Bunker Hill answered 
You tax, accord- 
ing \o the revenue bill brought into this House, 
the beverages that pass the poor man’s lips, the 
clothes he wears, every article of food and every 
necessity of life. And why do youstop short in 
your aggressive system? Why not go further 
and impose a tax upon the gray tombstone? In- 
deed, by taxing spirituous liquors, you absolutely 
do tax the embalmed body. You leave nothing 
within the whole scope of your legislation which 
is not unreasonably, enormously, and unneces- 
sarily taxed. 

The only argument! have heard advanced here 
on this question is that of necessity. I believe 
that, in view of the oppressive character of this 
system of taxation, that is the only argument 
that can be advanced in its justification. But to 
support that necessity, the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, (Mr. Srevens,] the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, refers us to the 
taxation system of England. That honorable 
gentleman on more than one occasion has shown 
a prescient mind. He has the credit of having 
anticipated his party, and certainly in his posiuon 
as chairman ofthe Committee of Ways and Means, 
in advancing the interests of his own State, he 
has anticipated every member upon this floor. 
3ut here is a new position. A new light casts its 
shadow over the history of this country; and the 
finger of the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means points to the system of English taxa- 
tion for American imitation. Are the operatives 
of Lancashire, the colliers and the miners of Eng- 
land, and the other classes of oppressed opera- 
tives of that country to be brought forward and 
placed by the side of those who have escaped 
from that system of tyranny and oppression, and 
are living in the hope that this is a free country, 
where human labor may toil on to the grave with- 
out being taxed into degradation ? 

Does the gentleman mean to call up around us 
all the horrors of the system that now exists in 
Has he been deaf to the arguments of 


| Cobden and Bright as to the injustice inflicted on 


would dislike to have them personally criticise || 


the Jaboring classes in Eng'and by heavy taxa- 
tion, and as to the ruin brought on them by the 


| stoppage of cotton importation? The arrest of the 


cotton-spinning wheels of Manchester is ruin to 


| the labor of England, but were it not for the su- 


perincumbent weight of taxation the injury to the 
cotton interestcould not produce such,widespread 
misery. Look at this country as compared with 
England. Judging from the statement of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, who has given us such a 
hopeful view of affairs, and from the message of the 
President of the United States, who is now pros- 


| pecting for peace, and judging from every other 


element around us, I think we have reason to be 
proud of the position in which we stand. We 


| present the spectacle ofa people, unburdened with 


taxation, coming forward willingly with every 
thing necessary to the supportof the Government 
and carrying it aren coneer through the most try- 
ing crisisin our history. But reverse the picture. 
Conceive the case of the people being burdencd 
with taxation, of distinctions heide made between 


| the rich and the poor, of a feeling of class antipa- 


| position, 


thy, and then imagine what would have been our 
Your national Treasury would be ex- 
hausted. The people would refuse to meet your 
demands in men and money. I believe that this 
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system, if it goes on, wi | provoke the people to 
resist it, IL believe that they will refuse under it 
to march forward in advance, because it is not 
aggressive but progressive, and leaves the 
i je without spirit and without hope. 

Vir. KELLEY. I had not intended, Mr. Chair- 

n, to take part in this debate, and lam not yet 

/ to whether the amendment proposed 

the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Lovesoy] 

ill receive my vote. | am very much in the 
habit of following the recommendation of com. 
mittees of this House, especially when they pre- 
sent, as the Committee of Ways and Means has 
done in this case, a unanimous rerort, But really 
the arguments of gentlemen on the other side are 
almost persuading me that! should for once deviate 
from my rule. Before proceeding to examine the 
argument of the gentleman who has just been 
heard, (Mr. Cuanver,]| permit me to allude for a 
moment to that of the distinguished gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Frrananvo Woop.] 

He tells us that we mightas well hope to make 
the conscription law and the confiscation law 
stable as hope to make any other of the laws the 
friends of the Administration may pass, and es- 
pecially the one now under consideration, stable, 
The gentleman has not comprehended, | think, 
the scope of the conscrij tion or the confiscation 
law one whit better than he seems to have com- 
prehended the era in which we live. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. $I did not include 
the conscription law in my remarks, but I do 
now. 

Mr. KELLEY. I understood the gentleman 
from New York to include the conscription law 
and the confiscation law, and to speak of them 
and of the other unconstitutional laws which he 
suys we have passed; and so he now does, Sir, 
these laws are necessarily but temporary. We 
mean to,and if the rebels do not receive sufficient 
encouragement from gentlemen on this floor we 
will, before one year crush out the rebellion. The 
conscription law will have then done its work, 
and will lie a dead letter on our statute-book. If 
the war lasts longer than this year it will be by 


only 


ciear as 


reason of the free and effective use of the most | 


powerful weapon in the armory of the rebel leader, 
the eloquence of his friends on this floor; and 
when it terminates the confiscation law will also 
have executed its purpose and will be a dead letter 
on ourstatute-book, ‘They are laws for the times. 
‘They are laws to suppress and punish the exist- 
le rebellion. 

The last gentleman who addressed the com- 


mittee [Mr. Canter] told us that poverty and || 


gaunt want stalk through the streets of Phila- 
delphia and other northern cities; and he ascribes 
it to taxation. I deny this allegation, and I chal- 
lenge the observation of gentlemen, I challenge the 
records of our savings banks, I challenge the num- 
ber of houses being built in every town and city 


in the North, to prove that there never was a sea- | 


son of greater prosperity than now. Gaunt want 
does stalk through the streets of our cities. Itis 
not begotten of taxation, though, but of intemper- 
ance. The hungry wife who watches day after 
day and nightafter night forthe husband to whom 
she gave her young love, and gathers to her ex- 
hausted breast the hungry babe, complains not of 
taxation, but that her wretched husband loiters in 


the school-house of modern Democracy—the cor- | 


ner groggery. 

Mr. CHANLER. 
there? 

Mr. KELLEY. I have been near enough the 
doors of such places to see how they affect the 


IIas the member ever been | 


habits and manners of those who may once have | 


been gentlemen, 
months as judge of a court which had criminal 


jurisdiction over a population of over six hundred 


I have sat nine years and nine | 


thousand people, and | tell the gentleman that had | 


it not been for groggeries, the school-houses of 


modern Democracy, my business in the criminal |) 
department would have been diminished eight or | 


nine tenths. 
Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I understand the 
gentleman was elected as judge by the Democratic 
vote, 
Mr. KELLEY. 


people, 


No, sir, | was elected by the 


| had the honor, so [ have heard said, to | 


have the Democracy find me too pure for their | 
purposes, [Inughter,} and their nominating con- | 
vention threw me overboard, when the people | 


took me up, and elected me by such a majority 


| was commissioned by the senate of Cambridge 

| University, England, to travel widely and exam- 
bag: 

/ine and report upon the social condition of the 


| by the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 


| almost inconceivable. 


| education. 


as no candidate for local office had ever received 
in the city of Philadelphia. 

Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. Will my 
colleague allow me to ask him how he secured 
his nomination for the judgeship—whether he did 
not write a letter pledging himself to abide the 
decision of aDemocratic convention, and whether 
he did not subsequently repudiate that pledge? 

Mr. KELLEY. | refer the gentleman to the 
groggeries of the fourth ward of the city of Phila- | 
delphia for the information he so earnestly de- | 
sires. [Laughter.] 77 

Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. Yes, sir; 
and they have gota better representative upon | 
this floor than you are. [Laughter.] 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, itis not pov- 
erty caused by taxation that enables gentlemen 
to point to the destitution in our cities; it is to 
the influence of that poison which never was found 
on vine or tree coming fresh from the hand of 
God, as the gentleman [Mr. Cuan er] alleged; 
it is the product of man, the excessive use of 
which is denounced by divine authority, and the 
voice of those of our own poor race who have 
spoken most like God. 

The gentieman, unfortunately for his argument, 
referred to the laboring classes of England: will 
he tell me whether he has seen—and if he has not 
it will afford me pleasure to send him a copy—a 
little book entitled ** The Social Condition of the 
English People?’’ Itis portions of a report made 
by Mr. Joseph Kay, an English gentleman, who 


poorer classes of society. 

Mr. CHANLER. If the gentleman refers to 
me, 1 beg to say that as my remarks upon this 
subject were founded upon a statement made 


Means, I will transfer my right to the gentleman’s 
report on whisky to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. If he will send it 
to him he may find it of benefit. [Laughter.] 
Mr. KELLEY. I will send a copy to both if 
the gentlemen desire it. Mr. Kay went among | 
the poor laborers of the British islands, and he | 
reports having found an amount of poverty, igno- | 
rance, brutality, and general degradation that is | 
And he tells the philan- 
thropists, taxpayers, and Government of Eng- 
land that they must for their own safety, among 
other remedial measures, stop one fountain and 
open freely another; they must stop the ever- | 
abounding supply of intoxicating drinks which 
flows along the borders of all their streets, and 
open up generously throughout the islands a sys- | 
tem somewhat like our northern system of public 





The gentleman asks whether we mean that the 
laborers who emigrate, believing that they are 
escaping from the oppressions of over-taxed Eng- 
land, shall come here to find that labor is even 
more grievously burdened by taxation? No, sir, 
we mean to give the Government all the revenue 
it requires to put an Army in the field larger, if 
need be, than any it has had, to enlarge and im- 
prove its Navy, and thus enable it to crush out 
this rebellion and establish a country in which 
the laborer, be he white or be he black, shall own 
himself, and shall have a legal title not only to his 
wife and child but to every day and every hour 
of his toil. That is what we mean to do for the 
laborer. Sir, we mean to make this broad coun- 
try of ours, sweeping from ocean to ocean, from 
the wintry lakes on the north to that Gulf over 
whose surface the summer breezes ever linger, the 
home of freedom, the land in which labor shall 
be honored and adequately rewarded, the sure 





refuge and happy dwelling-place of the exile from 


any land. And while we keep this end in view 
we need not fear that the people will,complain of 
taxation. 

Why, who believes that the mother and father 
who have given their first, second, and third-born 
sons to the grave, that wives who have willingly 
consented to their widowhood and the orphanage 
of their children, will halt in their devotion to 
their country and freedom for the laborer, because 
taxation is one or five per cent., more or less? 
The gentleman does not know the people of the 
North. When he becomes acquainted with them 
he will find that the last able-bodied boy and the 
last dollar will be cheerfully sacrificed that our | 
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march may be steadily forward for liberty and 
the Union. 

I shall not vote for the amendment of the gen- 
tleman. It is a revenue measure, not one of my- 
nicipal police. 1 would willingly vote for an in- 
crease of the rate of taxation on whisky had jt 
been recommended by the committee which y 
ported this bill, and who have considered the 
subject with greatcare. The members of the com- 
mittee say that a higher rate might diminish rey- 
enue, and I will not set my wishes against their 
judgment. I would, if I could, raise the price 
of whisky, and I would increase the rates of our 
tariff to correspond with the increased interna] 
tax. I would follow the example of England in 
one thing, at least, that of: taxing luxuries, and 
embrace byaggdy and wines. I would increase 


| the duty upon them all, and make the luxurious 


people who enjoy high-priced wines contribute 
largely to the revenue of the country. If per- 
chance I should thus withhold from one weary 
workingman his needed stimulant, the prayers of 
drunkards’ wives and children would, I think, 
relieve me from responsibility in the final account, 


Mr. STEVENS. Mr. Chairman, this bill was 


| made the special order in the Committee of the 
| Whole on the state of the Union. The debate has 
| degenerated very far from what may be deemed 


| ment, and in lieu of it offer another one. 


the legitimate course which it ought to take. | 
insist that the discussion shall hereafter be con- 
fined to the merits of the bill as a special order, 
I was unwilling to arrest debate at the time, es- 
pecially when we were enlightened by the states- 
manship of the other side and the eloquence of 
this. I propose, therefore, that the committee rise 
for the purpose of closing general debate, and that 
we may have the five minutes debate provided for 
by the rules. 

Before I submit that motion, however, let me say 
that I do not agree with the gentlemen who have 
proposed amendments. 


Mr. LOVEJOY. Let me withdraw my amend- 
I pre- 


| sume that there will be no objection. 


Mr. STEVENS. Anamendment has been pro- 
posed to the gentleman’s amendment, and itis not 
therefore within his power to withdraw his amend- 
ment. Mr. Chairman, whenever the Committee 
of Ways and Means and this Congress shal! as- 


| semble and act for the mere purpose of passing 
'sumptuary laws to prohibit the production of 


whatever may be considered injurious to every- 
body, it may be possible to carry out the idea of 
the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. Grainne t,} and 


| the gentleman from Illinois, (Mr. Lovesoy.| Lam 


| sumption of the article in question. 


not sure even that the amendments would hav: 
the effect desired; for as I said before, I am not 
sure thatany amount of taxes will reduce the con- 
If the argu- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois be true, | do 
not know but that instead of this being a revenue 
bill the result would be to decrease the revenue. 


| You would then take from the Government the 
| means of supporting the burdens which it is now 
| compelled to bear. 


Mr. LOVEJOY. Allow me a single moment. 


I wish the gentleman from Pennsylvania to rec- 
ollect that | considered it as a revenue measure, 


|| and in no other light. 


Mr. STEVENS. Iam nowspeaking especially 
with reference to the argument of the gentleman 
from lowa. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. You said Illinois. 

Mr. STEVENS. I referred to both as having 
offered amendments. : 

Mr. Chairman, I should be glad if legislation 
could cure intemperance, but I have seen it tried, 
and tried in vain. I do not believe that sumptu- 
ary laws ever had any effect to stop abuses In 
any country. When I was a young man, and | 
would not object to being so again, | was in 4 
State Legislature, and moved that the sale of liquor 
should be prohibited in my district, and the motion 
was carried. I did not find that I thereby made 
one drunkard the less—they would only drink the 
more when they hadachance. There is no other 


way than by moral suasion for the reformation 0 


the world on the subject of drunkenness. But 
that is not the question now before us. 
Since this article will be used, Mr, Chairman, 


| how can we raise from it the most revenue: 


think the tax of sixty cents per gallon is about (he 


point where we will get revenue without beins 


injurious to any branch of business. If it were 
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1864, 


desirable to stop the growth of corn in the west- 


ern country, if it were for the interest of lowa, 
or of Illinois, or of Ohio to prohibit by this means 
the raising of that article, perhaps I might go for 

amendment which the gentleman has pro- 
I believe there is more corn raised in that 


pase d. 


country than can be used for fattening hogs or | 
cattle, and therefore it should be used for fatten- || 


ing, not hogs, but men. {Laughter. } 
| am opposed to the amendment. 1donotknow 


whether eighty cents per gallon would reduce the | 
revenue; but it would bear unreasonably upon | 


that branch of business that needs spirits. There- 
fore Lam against it. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. Fernanvo 


Woop} stated that this might overturn the Gov- | 


ernment and the Administration before the rebel- 
lion was suppressed, very much to the grief of 
that eloquent gentleman | have no doubt. [am 
therefore for sustaining the committee in the ac- 
tion they have taken, and I should be sorry to 
gee it changed. 

As I do not intend to go into a political discus- 
sion. 1 will move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Is it the gentle- 
man’s intention to cut off amendments to the bill? 

Mr. STEVENS. No, sir; nor proper expla- 
nation of them, 

The motion was agreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose; and the | 


Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Cox re- 
ported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had, according to order, had 
the Union generally under consideration, and 


particularly the amendment to the internal reve- | 


nue law, and had come to no resolution thereon. 
Mr. STEVENS. 1 move that when the com- 
mittee again resume consideration of this bills gen- 
eral debate thereon be closed in one minute there- 
after. 
debate. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. STEVENS. I move thatthe rules be sus- 
pended and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee ofthe Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to, 

INTERNAL REVENUE. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole onthe state of the Union, 
(Mr. Cox in the chair,) and resumed the consid- 
eration of the revenue bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. General debate will be 
closed in One minute. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. { withdraw my amendment 
and move to amend by striking out from line ten 
the words ** sixty centson each and every gallon,”’ 
aud inserting the following: 

Forty cents per gallon on all manufactured before the 
passage of the act, and upon which duties have not been 
paid; also upon all which may be manufactured before the 
Ist of May, 1864, and upon all manufactured after the Ist 
day of May and before the Ist day of July, 1864, a duty of 


sixty cents; and on all manufactured after the Ist of July, 
lc64, a duty of one dollar per gallon. 


I have simply to say, in reference to this matter, 
that | have looked upon it simply as a question 
of revenue, and not of morals or of temperance; 
and Lam satisfied thatis the only legitimate view 
we can take of it here. We are attempting to raise 
arevenue, and I understand from the very best 
authority that those who are to be affected by this 
act, and who have been affected by previous sim- 
ilar acts, have been prompt in their response to 
the claims of the Government, and have paid the 
(duties Congress imposed upon them. J ari not 
pirucular as to the rate of the tax. If one dollar 
is too much, | am willing it should be sixty or 
tighty cents; but this one thing I hope will be 
done, that we shall put it at suck a figure that we 
shall not be called upon to change it hereafter, 
and subject these men to constant annoyance and 
incertainty., Whether the manufacture is a moral 
“ran immoral one, the question is, what is just, 
When we propose to tax the manufacturer. "We 
all understand perfectly well that the most desir- 
able thing in legislation is that it should be of a 
permanent character, in order that those who are 
‘0 be affected by it may know that it is not to be 
Changed. I do not know whether the committee 

ave come to the conclusion in their own minds 
that sixty cents isthe maximum tax. Very likely 
efore the close of this session, if not this session 
then the next, they may come back and say we 
should put on twenty orforty cents more. All I 


The bill will then be open to five minute | 
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ask is that we shall fix upon some sum and there 
leave it, for 1 do not think it just, after the manu- 
facturer has purchased the raw material for man- 
ufacture, that we should turn round and spring a 
new law upon him, and make it apply to what 
he has already manufactured. This law is made 
to operate against those who have distilled and 
have happened not to pay the duty of twenty 
cents. Ifa man has parchased and paid the twenty 
cents, he has the benefit of the rise; while the 
original manufacturer, because he happens to 


have it on hand at the time, must pay this ad- 


ditional duty. 
Mr. STEVENS. The committee, in their bill, 


| have said ‘or may have made a return,’ sup- 


posing all had made returns tri-monthly. We 
find, however, that many have not, and therefore 
the committee have agreed upon an amendment 


to meet that state of the case, and it will be offered 


by some member of the committee. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Then I understand thecom- 
mittee propose to exempt all which the distillers 
have on hand, and that obviates the difficulty I 


| had in my mind. 


| we propose to derive the revenue. 


I agree with the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
' . * . ° 
that this is not a sumptuary question, but simply | 


a question of justice toward these men from whom 


I think they 


| are entitled to know that the law shall be perma- 


nent, and then their business will adjust itself to 
the tax which is established. If the committee 
think my amendment does not carry the rate too 
high, I should be glad to have them concur in it. 


If, after considering the subject, they shall say | 


that sixty cents is the ultimate maximum, I shall 


| be content to stop there; but if they think it will 





| we have in view. 


hereafter have to be raised above that, I hope that 


will be done now. 

{Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Has the gentle- 
man from I|linois [Mr. Lovesoy] withdrawn his 
amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. Hewithdrew his original 
amendment, but offered another in lieu of it. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. 
gentieman from Illinois to say that the explana - 
tion made by the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means obviated the necessity of his 
amendment, and that he withdrew it. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is still pending. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Then I only de- 
sire to say with reference to that amendment that 
I think it is objectionable on the ground that it 
makes too many classifications in the operation 
of the law. I think that we have been disap- 
pointed in the amount of revenue collected under 


| this excise by the difficulty of making the assess- 


ment and collection under the law. If revenue 


is the object it is desirable that we should sim- 
| plify it as much as possible, so that the officers of 


the Government may have no difficulty in levy- 
ing the taxes and preventing any deception. It 


strikes me that the only objection to the amend- | 


ment of the gentleman from Illinois is that it will 
necessarily lead to confusion which will enable 
very large quantities of the article which we pro- 


pose to tax to escape from the operation of the law. | 


Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. Imoveto amend 
the amendment of the gentleman from Lllinois by 
striking out all of it after the words “ strike out 
sixty cents and insert,’’and inserting in lieu there- 
of ‘fifty cents;’’ and I will state briefly my ob- 
ject in doing so. 

] agree with gentlemen upon the other side of 
the House that this is purely a question of reve- 
nue, and that we cannot go into the question of 
the morality or immorality of the liquor trade. 
By the very fact that the Government undertakes 
to derive an income from the trade they acknow!l- 
edge it to be legitimate. We want a permanent 
tax on this article, and one that will not be so high 


as to interfere with the profit which the Govern- | 


ment expects to derive from it; but I see in the 


proposition of the gentleman from Illinois that | 
which will produce the very evils of which he | 
We have tried a tax of twenty cents | 


complains. 
on the gallon, and it seems to me that if, in this 
experimentas to how much tax a particular branch 
of industry will bear, we increase the amount one 
hundred and fifty per cent., we are making a suffi- 
cient strike atonetime. The maxim festina lente 
applies in legislation as well as in other things, 
and we may by over-greed defeat the very object 
I do think that if, instead of 


1 understood the | 
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a tax of sixty cents, or the preposition of the 
gentleman from Illinois, we impose a permanent 
tax of fifty cents, we shall be increasing the 
amount of taxation on this article sufficiently at 
the present time. 

The amendment to the amendment was disa- 
gree d to, 

The question recurred on Mr. Lovesor’s amend- 
ment. 

Mr. COFFROTH. 
order? 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment to the 
amendment is in order. 

Mr. COFFROTH. Then I offer as an amend- 
| mentto the amendment what l send to the Clerk’s 
desk, to come in after line thirty-five of the bill, 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Thatis notinorder. ‘The 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois relates 
to a preceding portion of the section, 

Mr. COFFROTH. Then I will offer it as an 
amendment to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
germane to that. 

Mr. COFFROTH. If the Chair will hear it 
read he will be better able to decide that question. 

The proposed amendment was read, as follows: 


Is an amendment now in 


Perhaps it would not be 


Provided further, That no return of liquor distilled need 
be made to the collector or deputy collector by any distiller 
under thirty days unless the amount distilled exceeds five 
hundred gallons. 

| The CHAIRMAN. That is in order as an 
amendment to the amendment. 

‘The question was taken; and the amendment 
to the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend the amend- 
| ment of the gentleman from Illinois by striking 
|| out that partof it which provides for a tax of forty 
cents on all the whisky that may have been man- 
ufactured prior to the passage of this act. 

1 only desire to say, in connection with this 
proposition, that the bill reported by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means does not propose to 
impose this additional tax upon spirits manufie 
tured prior to the time when this bill was intro- 
duced. ‘The forty-fourth section of the act of 1862 
expressly authorizes the manufacturer to store up 
| manufactured spirits in a warehouse provided for 
|| that purpose, and he is not required to pay the 
| duty on the spirits so stored until it is removed 

for sale. The only effect of that portion of the 
| amendment of the gentleman from I}linois which 
I propose to strike out is to impose the additional 
tax of twenty cents per gallon on spirits which 
have been stored in conformity with the provis- 
ions of the forty-fourth section of the original act; 
and I take it for granted that such a monstrous 
| injustice will not be tolerated for a moment. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, Lam opposed 
' to the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana, 

{Mr. Hoxtman,] because I am opposed to the 
whole amendmentof the gentleman from Illinois. 
I suppose that our object in levying a tax at this 
time is to obtain revenue, and to obtain it ina fair 
| and legitimate mode. ‘The proposition to tax 
whatever quantity may be on hand which has not 
been subjected to a tax is, in my view, wholly 
impracticable. Gentlemen on the other side who 
‘| are so loud in their denunciations of the army of 
| tax-gatherers necessary for the collection of the 
internal revenue would then have real occasion 
to exclaim against the numbers whom that would 
| necessitate. Unless there should be inspectors in 
| every town and village it would not be collected. 

1 am opposed, Mr. Chairman, to increasing the 
tax, because I am satisfied that the rate of sixty 
cents per gallon will yield as much revenue as any 
higher rate would yield, I believe that thatis the 
utmost verge of taxation which this article will 
now bear. The annual product of the country, 
when reduced to proof, is,in round numbers, one 
hundred million gallons. Weexport something 
less than ten million gallons; and I suppose it is 
fair to say that the manufactures and arts con- 
sume nearly ten million gallons more. Bat for 
some considerable length of time there has been 
no exportation of spirits; and whatever has been 
distilled beyond the consumption of the country 
has accumulated. The larger share of it isin the 
hands of speculators; but you can no more reachi 
that speculation than you can reach thespeculauion 
in gold, or in any othercommodity. It is not the 

| distillers who are to be blamed for this specula- 
|| tion in whisky. So far as I can learn, the facts 
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are that they have paid their taxes as honorably || And to insert in lieu thereof as follows: | sarily according to the tax then imposed 


und fairly as any other class in the country. - 
Mr. LOVEJOY. I desire to state to the gen- || 
tleman from Vermont that he is mistaken as to 
the object of my amendment. | 
Mr. MORRILL. My remarks apply to the 
wroposed tax of a dollar per gallon after the Ist 
of July, 1864. It is a fact, Mr. Chairman, that 
up to the Ist of November the distillers did not 
makeadolilar on anything that they distilled prior 
tothattime. All the profits of the distillers were on 
what they had on hand. But for the advantage 
derived by them trom having small stocks on 
hand, their business would have had to be wound 
up. And still | have been informed that fortwo 
thirds of the year they have beenidle. I, forone, | 
do not propose that we shall create a revolution 
in that business, so as to deprive the country ofall 
revenue from it. 


[Here the hammer fell.] 1 


Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I move that | 
the committee do now rise. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The question was taken on Mr. Hotman’s 


Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I move to 
amend the amendment, pro forma, by striking out | 
** forty ”? and inserting in lieu thereof * forty-five 
cents per gallon.” 
familiar with the principles of the bill, L recognize 


my judgment would come appropriately under 
the general head of buncombe, having little or no | 
application to the subject before the committee. | 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I rise to a | 
question of order. The gentleman from Penn- | 
sylvania is not speaking to his amendment. 
Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. Perhaps I | 
may reach itin the course of time, if the gentleman | 
will have a littl patience, 
The CHAIRMAN. The rules require gentle- | 


men to confine their remarks to the amendment. || 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania will proceed || 


in order. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. 
possession, but not here in the House, a letier | 
from a plain, practical, common-sense constitu- 


which would answer all the buncombe that we 
have heard to-day in regard to the cruelty of the 


Ihave in my || 


provisions of the billnow pending. In order that || 
the committee may have the benefit of the wise || 


suggestions contained in that letter, | propose to | 
move that the committee do now rise and that then | 
the House adjourn. 

The question being on the amendment to the 
amendment, 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania, withdrew it, 
and moved that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I move to amend by strik- 
ing out **one dollar,’? where it occurs in the 
amendment, and inserting in lieu thereof ‘ sixty 
cents”? 

I look upon this bill as reported, and upon the 
amendment which has been offered by the gentle- 
man from Hlinois for the purpose of increasing 
the revenue of the Government, as oppressive to 
the people of the western and northwestern States. | 
At the same time, from what l have already heard | 
from the Committee of Ways and Means, and | 
from gentlemen upon the other side of the House, | 
I presume that we shall have to accept something 
very nearly like what the committee have reported. 
For the purpose, therefore, of bringing the provis- 
ion back as nearly as possible to the original bill, 
| move to strike out “one dollar’? and insert 
‘* sixty cents.”’ 

Mr. CLAY. I desire to offer an amendment as 
an additional section of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, Theamendment is notin 
order. There is an amendment to an amendment 
pending. 

The amendment to the amendment was disa- 
gre ed to, 

‘The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD moved to amend by 
striking out the last provision in the section, as | 
follows: 

Provided further, That all spirits on hand for sale, or re- 








made, whether distilled prior to the date of this act or not, 
shall be subject to the duty provided by-this act from and 
after the [2th day of January, 1864, 


| before the committee the other day. 


| will be to tax spirits in bonded warehouses, much 


|| spirits in bonded warehouses. 
that much has been said here to-day which in 1} 
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Provided further, That all spirits on hand and for sale, || 
whether distilled prior to the date of this act or not, shall be 
subject to the rates of duty provided by this act, from and 
afterthe 12th day of January, 1864, except that such spirits 
as shall have been already taxed under the law approved July 









cot (iMow 
if this bill is to tax the manufacturer under his 


| contract, I want to know whether it does not 


strike athis rights? Would it not strike him down 


|| todo that? It was not the intention certainly of 


17, 1862, shall not pay wore than the additional increased || the committee to strike at the existence of an im- 


tax provided for by this act. || portant class of manufacturers. 


It was not the 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Thisistheamend- || intention of the committee, certainly, to prevent 
ment to which [ referred when this subject was | these men from filling their contracts made in good 


Its effect, 

if adopted, would be to make this proposed tax 

operative upon all spirits wherever found, includ- | 
ing, so far as the forty cents increased tax is con- 
cerned, the whisky now in the hands of specu- 
laturs and forestallers, as they say in New York, 
the sume who, having some intuitive perception | 
as to the recommendation of the Secretary of the | 


| faith and based upon the law of 1862, by making 
| this bill retroactive, which it is as it now stands. 


I propose by my amendment that the spirits 
manufactured up to the date of the passage of this 
act shall not bear this additional tax. Any other 
principle makes the law retroactive,and, as | have 
shown, willinterfere with contracts already made, 
I hope that the amendment to the amendment wi|| 





Treasury and the action of Congress, have antici- | 


pated this law, and by the might of their capital || 


. . . | 
have become monopolists. The effect of the | 
amendment would therefore be to give a very 
large additional revenue to the Government. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I ask the gentleman from | 


be adopted. 

Mr. KASSON. Mr. Chairman, I had desired 
to make some few remarks on the general pol- 
icy of this bill, but since the adoption of the reg- 
olution by the House of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania cutting off all but the five miy- 





New York whether the effect of his amendment 


of which is still owned by the distillers? 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. 1 will answer the | 


|| gentleman from Indiana that there is another sec- | 
Without professing to be very || 


tion in this bill which refers to this subject of | 
The amendment 
which | propose makes no qualification in that re- 
spect, leaving the law as it nowstands, by which 
the distiller gets the benefit of the drawback. But 
| propose that the merchant, whether wholesale | 
or retail, shall come within its provisions; that | 
whisky, whenever manufactured, wherever it is, | 


| in whosever possession it may be found, shall im- | 


mediately on a day named, or whenever this bill 
shall become a law, pay a duty from which it can 
by no possibility escape. 

That, sir, is the purpose of this provision. 
This article has been selected for the purpose of | 
deriving a large revenue from it. Thereare now, | 
it is estimated, twenty-five million gallons of | 
whisky on hand in the country. If these twenty- | 
five million gallons are subjected to this increased | 


| taxof forty cents it will produce at once a revenue | 
ent of mine, containing suggestions as to this act || 


of $10,000,000. 
Again, the difficulty attending the operations 


| . . e™ . 
| of the excise tax respecting this article has been 


that the law was so complicated, so difficult of , 


construction, thatlong before the officers appointed || 


under the law could collect the tax, the holders 
managed to evade it. And one reason why an ad- 


| ditional recommendation by the Secretary of the 
° i 
Treasury has been made was in consequence of || 


that defect in the law. This amendment, there- 
fore, has been drawn for ee of making | 
the evading of the law more difficult. Whether | 


it is used as a beverage, whether it is used by the | 
| manufacturers, whether held by the speculator, 


| utes debate, | will suggest only one or two lJead- 


|| ing questions involved in the amendment before 


the committee. 

There are but two questions, really and plainly, 
in this bill: the one is the amount of tax to he 
charged upon these spirits; and the other is the 
description of spirits to which this rate shal! be 
| applied. As to the first question, there isa single 
consideration, which is that of revenue for the 
Government, combined with readiness and facility 
for the collection of the tax. ‘The Committee of 
Ways and Means, after listening to a debate hour 
after hour from parties interested, have fixed the 
rate of taxation atsixty cents per gallon. I shal| 
adheve to that action of the committee, although 
I was of the opinion that it should be placed ata 
higher figure. As I have said, I shall adhere to 
the action of the committee. 
| As to the description of property to which it 
| should be applied, object to the principles sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Love- 
soy.] The gentlemau from Ohio (Mr. Nosie} 
suggests that injustice is done to this species of 
oroperty by variation of taxes. This Congress 
es the righ. to advance the rate of tax accordipag 
to the emergency of the country. Every citizen 
who has property holds it subject from year to 
| year to taxes for the support of the Government. 
This year it must be one rate, and next year an- 


|| other rate. Persons engaged in commercial trans- 


actions in reference to this article of spirits have 
| accumulated a stock beyond the demand for it, aud 
to adopt the amendment of the gentleman would 
give them the advantage of the advance in price 
after the increase of the tax. 

I agree with the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Fernanno Woop] in respect to a principle 
|| of his own amendment, that there should bea 


| 





or the politician who has obtained information by || tax upon all property which has been held over. 
which he expects to make money—wherever it || Whether that tax should be imposed to the whole 


can be found, it shall pay a tax. 


extent that the committee proposes to impose upon 


Now, sir, it appears to me there is a necessity || that manufactured in the future, or one half of that 


for a provision of this kind, that justice, simple 
justice to the man pursuing the honest avocation 
of his trade, requires it; thatit is due to that class, 
anda very large class, of persons whom it will 
thus affect, that the provisions of this bill should 
be placed where they cannot easily be evaded. 

| Here the hammer fell.]} 

Mr. NOBLE. I move to amend the amend- 
ment ofthe gentleman from New York [Mr. Fer- 
nanpo Woop] by adding the following: 


And provided further, That manufacturers shall not be 
required to pay any additional tax over and above the 


| amount imposed by the act of 1862, upon any spirits manu- 


factured by them prior to the passage of this act. 


Mr. Chairman, I offer that amendment as being 
in strict accordance with the principles adopted by 


| the committee in exempting from taxation that 
which was manufactured prior to the passage of | 
the act of 1862. As I understand this bill the com- | 
| mittee do not propose to tax any spirits with any 


additional tax which may be manufactured prior to 
1862, simply because that act did not impose any 
tax upon them. By the act of 1862 a certain tax 


| was imposed upon all that might be manufactured 


| thereafter. 
moved for consumption or sale, upon which no duties have || 
been paid ercollected, and upon which ne returns have been 


} 
i 
i| 
| 
| 
‘ 


Manufacturers have gone into busi- 
ness under that law in good faith, and have gone 
on manufacturing this article. Many of them, I 


may say, have entered into contracts for the pur- 
pose of supplying it ata given price, fixed neces- 


‘| rate, | am not prepared to express an opinion. 
| But I trust that the committee will regard the his- 
tory of British legislation on this subject. Itcom- 
| menced in 1791 with a tax of three shillings, and 
| went on to twelve shillings, when it was reduced 
to ten shillings, where it now stands. ‘The rev- 
enue on thisarticle with a progressive rate of taxes 
has largely increased, showing thata reasonable 
rate of taxes progressing from year to year, though 
it results in changing what the gentleman from 
|| Illinois regards as the necessary permanency , its 
not reduced but rather stimulated production. | 
|| say that we have the right to arrange the taxes 
according to the emergency of the country. l 
have some statistics which | have collected on (1's 
subject, which, however, | shall be unable to pre- 
|| sent to the House for want of time. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. STEVENS. I move that the committee 
rise. We have arrived at the usual hour for ad- 
journment, and as we have now before us a very 
| important amendment, it may be proper to tke 
|| time for consideration. 
|| The motion was agreed to. 
|| Sothe committee rose; and the Speaker hav 
‘| resumed the chair, Mr. Cox reported that 
|| Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
had, according to order, had under consideralin? 
|| the state of the Union generally, and particula'!y 
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